










































































































































































































































































































































































































































































East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project Appendix A2

FEIS/FEIR

Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Response to Comment PHC251 - Carlos Jiminez

Comment #

Response

PHC251-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC252 - Gemma Jimenez

Comment # ’ Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT, which has been selected as the Locally Preferred

PHC252-1 Alternative, which would extend from the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink station on the
north to the Metro Orange Line in Van Nuys on the south.
Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC252-2 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to

Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC253 - Oscar Jimenez

Comment #

Response

PHC253-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC254 - Kristina Johnson

Comment #

PHC254-1

Response

Please see the response to Master Comment MC-6 regarding the proposed project’s right-of-
way acquisition and business displacement impacts. Additionally, please refer to Section 4.2
of this FEIS/FEIR for details on the property acquisitions required to construct the LPA.

Response to Comment PHC255 - Christine Josepah

Comment #

Response

PHC255-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project Appendix A2

FEIS/FEIR

Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Response to Comment PHC256 - Claudia Joya

Comment #

Response

PHC256-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC257 - Silvia Juarez

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC257-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC258 - Veronica Julio

Comment #

Response

PHC258-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC259 - Eva Ketolium

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC259-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project Appendix A2
FEIS/FEIR Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Response to Comment PHC60 - Martha Kilbourn

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC260-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC261 - S. Michelle Klein-Hass

Comment # Response

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
PHC261-1 Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.

The commenter’s recommendation regarding bike lanes is noted for the record by Metro.
Metro is working with the City of Los Angeles to identify potential measures to mitigate the
loss of bike lanes that are currently on Van Nuys Boulevard due to implementation of the
LPA. Two parallel corridors have been identified for consideration and approval by LADOT as
bike friendly corridors. These include Filmore Street to the west and Pierce Street to the east.
Both of these streets could be designated and designed as Class 111 Bike Friendly streets
PHC261-2 through use of sharrows (markings indicating the lane is to be shared by bikes and cars) and
signage. Metro will also continue to work with LADOT to identify, to the extent feasible,
replacement locations for Class |1 bike lanes that meet the goals and policies in the City of
Los Angeles Bicycle Plan (also, please see mitigation measure MM-TRA-7 in Chapter 3 of this
FEIS/FEIR). In addition, through Metro’s new First/Last Mile directive, a First/Last Mile Plan
has been developed, which identifies new bicycle and pedestrian improvements at or near all
14 stations.

Response to Comment PHC262 - Ferah Kocabas

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC262-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC263 - Meri Koshishlan

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC263-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project Appendix A2

FEIS/FEIR

Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Response to Comment PHC264 — Bernice Laero

Comment # ’ Response

PHC263-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC265 - Vama La Hoz

Comment #

PHC265-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC266 - Rozik Lasakhaniar

Comment #

PHC266-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC267 - Loyce Lascon

Comment #

Response

PHC267-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC268 - Natalie Lawrence

Comment #

Response

PHC268-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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FEIS/FEIR

Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Response to Comment PHC269 - Rebecca-Ramirez Lechuga

Comment # ’ Response

PHC269-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC270 - Oscar Leclere

Comment #

PHC270-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC271 - Maura Leon

Comment #

PHC271-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC272 - Lisa

Comment #

Response

PHC272-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC273 - Martika Livera

Comment #

Response

PHC273-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project Appendix A2

FEIS/FEIR

Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Response to Comment PHC274 - Alicia Lopez

Comment #

Response

PHC274-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC275 - Alicia Lopez

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC275-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC276 - Ansyonov Lopez

Comment #

PHC276-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC277 - Aurelia Lopez

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC277-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1y la respuesta al comentario Master
Comment MC-7 para la discusion sobre impactos al trafico.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1 and the response to Master Comment MC-7 for a discussion of
traffic impacts.
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FEIS/FEIR

Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Response to Comment PHC278 - Crystal Lopez

Comment #

Response

PHC278-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC279 - Maria Eva Lopez De Torres

Comment #

Response

PHC279-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC280 - Marial Lopez

Comment #

Response

PHC280-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC281 - Maria2 Lopez

Comment # Response

PHC281-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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FEIS/FEIR

Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Response to Comment PHC282 - Ramon Lopez

Comment # ’ Response

PHC282-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC283 - Sal Lopez

Comment #

PHC283-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC284 - Simon Lopez

Comment # ’ Response

PHC284-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC285 - Shari Love

Comment #

Response

PHC285-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project Appendix A2
FEIS/FEIR Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Response to Comment PHC286 - Joseta Luna

Comment # Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC286-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC287 - Natalie Magarian

Comment # ‘ Response

With regards to the comment that the LRT alternatives would not provide provisions for
emergency vehicles, please see the proposed mitigation measures in Section 4.14.3.11 of this
FEIS/FEIR, which would reduce potential operational impacts on emergency vehicle access to
the project corridor.

With regards to visual impacts, the DEIS/DEIR and this FEIS/FEIR acknowledges that
electrical lines and vertical structures that comprise the LRT’s overhead contact system would
result in unavoidable significant visual impacts.

Also, please note that Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by
the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please
see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

PHC287-1

Response to Comment PHC288 - Maira

Comment # Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC288-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC289 - Vanessa Maldonado

Response
Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of

PHC289-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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FEIS/FEIR Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Response to Comment PHC290 - Maria

Comment # ’ Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC290-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC291 - Maria

Comment # ‘ Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC291-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC292 - Marina

Comment # Response

PHC292-1 The comment card does not include any comments. No response is required.

Response to Comment PHC293 - Andrea Martinez

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC293-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC294 - Andrea Martinez

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC294-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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FEIS/FEIR

Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Response to Comment PHC295 - Angelina Martinez

Comment #

Response

PHC295-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC296 - Cynthia Martinez

Comment #

Response

PHC296-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC297 - Daniel Martinez

Comment #

Response

PHC297-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1. Bajo el LPA, intersecciones con sefiales que
permitiran el paso seguro a peatones a través de Van Nuys Boulevard y acceso a las estaciones
propuestas seran proveidas.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1. Under the LPA, signalized intersections that will allow pedestrians
to safely cross Van Nuys Boulevard and access the proposed stations will be provided.

Response to Comment PHC298 - Elena Martinez

Comment #

Response

PHC298-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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FEIS/FEIR

Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Response to Comment PHC299 - Erlin Martinez

Comment #

Response

PHC299-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC300 - Eva Martinez

Comment # ’ Response

PHC300-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC301 - Liz Martinez

Comment #

Response

PHC301-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC302 - Liz Martinez

Comment # ’ Response

PHC302-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC303 - Maria Martinez

Comment #

Response

PHC303-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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FEIS/FEIR

Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Response to Comment PHC322 - Loida Mercado

Comment # ’ Response

PHC322-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC323 - Alex Meza

Comment #

PHC323-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC324 - Laura Meza

Comment # ’ Response

PHC324-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC325 - Miguel

Comment #

Response

PHC325-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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FEIS/FEIR Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Response to Comment PHC326 - Karl Miller

Comment # Response

This FEIS/FEIR acknowledges the economic impacts that could occur to businesses that are
displaced to construct the proposed project and the impacts to other businesses that depend
on the revenue that those displaced businesses generate. However, please note that MSF
Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors. The
response to Master Comment MC-2 identifies the reasons for selection of MSF Option B as
the preferred MSF site.

PHC326-1

Response to Comment PHC327 - Gloria Miranda

Comment # ‘ Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC327-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC328 - Ivette Miranda

Comment # Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC328-1 respuesta al comentario Master Cormment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC329 - Cynthia Molina

Comment # ‘ Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1. Tambien, favor de ver la respuesta al
comentario Master Comment MC-7y el capitulo 3 de este reporte (FEIS/FEIR) para la
PHC329-1 discusion de los impactos de trafico asociados con el proyecto propuesto.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1. Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-7 and
Chapter 3 of this FEIS/FEIR for a discussion of the proposed project’s traffic impacts.
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Response to Comment PHC330 - Ignacio Molina

Comment # ’ Response

PHC330-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC331 - Luz Molina

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC331-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC332 - Monge

Comment #

Response

PHC332-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC333 - Monica

Comment #

Response

PHC333-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Response to Comment PHC334 - Esther Montoya

Comment # ’ Response

PHC334-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC335 - Lina Morales

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC335-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC336 - Christian Moreno

Comment #

Response

PHC336-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC337 - Raymond Moreno

Comment #

Response

PHC337-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC338 - Kayla Morgan

Comment #

Response

PHC338-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC339 - Morta

Comment # ’ Response

PHC339-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC340 - Donna Munoz

Comment #

Response

PHC340-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC341 - Alicia Nagy

Comment # ’ Response

PHC341-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC342 - Norbert Nagy

Comment #

Response

PHC342-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC343 - Megan Naji

Comment #

Response

PHC343-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC344 - Alicia Nava

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC344-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC345 - Connie Nava

Comment #

Response

PHC345-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC346 - Michael Naval

Comment #

Response

PHC346-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC347 - Mishel Navarrete

Comment #

Response

PHC347-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC348 - Susana Nayera

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC348-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC349 - Hrachik Nazarian

Comment #

PHC349-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC350 - Ramon Nolasco

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC350-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC351 - No Namel

Comment #

Response

PHC351-1

The comment recommending providing transit line service from North Hollywood to
Burbank Airport is noted for the record. Although it’s outside of the scope of the proposed
project, the recommendation will be taken into consideration for future Metro planning
efforts.

Response to Comment PHC352 - No Name2

Comment #

PHC352-1

Response

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.

Response to Comment PHC353 - No Name3

Comment #

Response

PHC353-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC354 - No Name4

Comment #

Response

PHC354-1

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for selection
of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site. Also, please note that MSF Option C would be
located in close proximity to a number of residential units, and as a consequence, that option
has the potential for greater impacts, including noise impacts, on those nearby residences.

Response to Comment PHC355 - Victor Novoa

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC355-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC356 - Veronica Nunez

Comment # ’ Response

PHC356-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC357 - Barbara Obemna

Comment #

PHC357-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC358 - Riley O'Brien

Comment #

Response

PHC358-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC359 - Lilian Olera

Comment # ’ Response

PHC359-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC360 - Mario Olivas

Comment # Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC360-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC361 - Martha Orantes

Comment # ‘ Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC361-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC362 - Rosario O

Comment # Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC362-1 respuesta al comentario Master Cormment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC363 - Cecelia Ortega

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC363-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC364 - Dinora Ortiz

Comment #

Response

PHC364-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC365 - Jessica Ortiz

Comment #

Response

PHC365-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC366 - Maria Ortiz

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC366-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC367 - Mireya Pacheco

Comment # ’ Response

PHC367-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC368 - Rosa Pacheco

Comment # Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC368-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC369 - Maria Padilla

Comment # ‘ Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC369-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC370 - Naura Pajonin

Comment # Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC370-1 respuesta al comentario Master Cormment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC371 - Aldrin Paolo Palad

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC371-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC372 - Gail Panatier

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC372-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC373 - Elizabeth Pano

Comment # Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC373-1 respuesta al comentario Master Cormment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC374 - Blanca Paredes

Comment # Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC374-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC375 - Estela Patlan

Comment # ‘ Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC375-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC376 - Donna Pearma

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. An alignment along Sepulveda Boulevard was considered but eliminated during
the screening process based on community characteristics such as density, ridership
potential, traffic impacts, and community feedback. Please see Sections 2.1 through 2.3 in
Chapter 2 of this FEIS/FEIR for information on the alternatives development and screening
process and the response to Master Comment MC-1. With regards to business impacts, this
FEIS/FEIR acknowledges that construction impacts on business access and the removal of
on-street parking along Van Nuys Boulevard could have adverse economic effects on local
businesses. For a more detailed discussion of parking impacts, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-3 and Sections 3.3.1.3 and 3.3.3.1 of this FEIS/FEIR.

PHC376-1

Response to Comment PHC377 - Donna Pearman

The commenter’s concerns about Metro’s TAP card system have been noted for the record

PRIES and will be taken into consideration for future Metro planning efforts.

Response to Comment PHC378 - Salvador Pelaez

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC378-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Bicycle parking would be provided at the Sylmar, Van Nuys Metrolink, and Metro Orange
Line Stations. Bicycle parking at other stations would be provided where feasible and will be
determined during the design/build phase of the project. The decision as to whether bike
lockers or bike racks are installed will also be decided at that time.

PHC378-2

Metro is working with the City of Los Angeles to identify potential measures to mitigate the
loss of bike lanes that are currently on Van Nuys Boulevard due to implementation of the
LPA. Two parallel corridors have been identified for consideration and approval by LADOT as
bike friendly corridors. These include Filmore Street to the west and Pierce Street to the east.
Both of these streets could be designated and designed as Class 111 Bike Friendly streets
through use of sharrows (markings indicating the lane is to be shared by bikes and cars) and
signage. Metro will also continue to work with LADOT to identify, to the extent feasible,
replacement locations for Class Il bike lanes that meet the goals and policies in the City of
Los Angeles Bicycle Plan (also, please see mitigation measure MM-TRA-7 in Chapter 3 of this
FEIS/FEIR). In addition, through Metro’s new First/Last Mile directive, a First/Last Mile Plan
has been prepared that identifies new bicycle and pedestrian improvements at or near all 14
stations.

PHC378-3
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Response to Comment PHC379 - Maria Pena

Comment #

Response

PHC379-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC380 - Mayra Pena

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC380-1

MSF Opcion B (0 MSF Option B) ha sido identificada como la sede MSF preferida por la
Junta Directiva de Metro. Tambien, favor de ver la respuesta al comentario Master Cormment
MC-2, que identifica las razones por las que se eligio MSF Opcion B como la sede MSF
preferida.

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Please see the response to Master Comment MC-2 for the reasons MSF Option B was
identified as the preferred site.

Also, the DEIS/DEIR and this FEIS/FEIR acknowledge that localized intersection impacts
due to the increased congestion resulting from the removal of one travel lane in each
direction along Van Nuys Boulevard would occur. However, it should be noted that the transit
benefits that would be provided to the community and region by the proposed project would
include improved access and mobility for transit users, reduced vehicle miles travelled by
motor vehicles, and the resulting reductions in pollutant emissions and greenhouse gases
from motor vehicles.

Response to Comment PHC381 - Ross Pendegraft

Comment #

Response

PHC381-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC382 - Penka

o e

PHC382-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC383 - Loree Perean

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC383-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC384 - Catalino Perez

Comment # Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC384-1 respuesta al comentario Master Cormment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC385 - Dipna Perez

Comment # Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC385-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC386 - Javier Perez

Comment # ‘ Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC386-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC387 - Monica Perez

Comment #

Response

PHC387-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC388 - Rosa Perez

Comment # ’ Response

PHC388-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC389 - Shevonne Perez

Comment #

Response

PHC389-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC390 - Martha Perulta

Comment # ’ Response

PHC390-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC391 - May Phosri

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC391-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC392 - Ana Pineda-Gonzalez

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC392-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC393 - Vocker Plea

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site. Also, please see the response to Master
Comment MC-6 regarding the proposed project’s right-of-way acquisition and business
displacement impacts. Please also see the discussion located in Section 4.2, Real Estate and
Acquisitions, in the FEIS/FEIR.

Additionally, please note that Metro is very sensitive to the impacts of its projects on the
business and residential communities adjacent to its bus and rail transit lines. Potential sites
for the placement of an LRT MSF are based on location in relation to a proposed alignment,
surrounding land use, site size, geometry, and number of properties needed for acquisition.
PHC393-1 The availability and cost of land are also factors that would be considered at a later stage of
study along with potential construction scenarios.

MSF sites must be in close proximity to the alignment so as to not require the construction of
extensive additional track to transfer vehicles from the mainline to the facility and vice versa.
It is advantageous to minimize deadhead miles and hours, the non-revenue distance and time
from the end of the service route to the MSF. Reducing deadhead miles and hours would
reduce operations and maintenance costs in the form of electrical energy, miles traveled and
vehicle maintenance required, operator time, and so on.

With these criteria in mind, there was no City-owned land available or under-utilized in close
proximity to the corridor that meets the needs of the aforementioned criterion.
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Response to Comment PHC394 - Elizabeth Pool

Comment #

Response

PHC394-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC395 - Freddie Portillo

Comment #

Response

PHC395-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC396 - Araceli Prado

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC396-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC397 - Noelia Prado

Comment #

Response

PHC397-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC398 - Roberto Prado

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC398-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC399 - Rosemary Preciado

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC399-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC400 - Johanna Quiahua

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC400-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC401 - Jonathan Quiahua

Comment # ‘ Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC401-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC402 - Jeronimo Quiamo

Comment # ’ Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC402-1 respuesta al comentario Master Cormment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC403 - Dorris Quintero

Comment # ’ Response

PHC403-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC404 - Adia R

Comment #

PHC404-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC405 - Benito Ramblas

Comment # ’ Response

PHC405-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC406 - Eduardo Ramirez

Comment #

Response

PHC406-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC407 - Gabriella Ramirez

Comment #

Response

PHCA407-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC408 - Mirna Ramirez

Comment # ’ Response

PHCA408-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC409 - Angela Randolph

Comment #

PHC409-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC410 - Cristobal Rendon

Comment #

Response

PHC410-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC411 - Maria Renteria

Comment #

Response

PHCA411-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC412 - Carla Reyes

Comment #

Response

PHC412-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC413 - Diana Reyes

Comment #

Response

PHCA413-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC414 - Luis Reyes

Comment #

PHCA414-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC415 - Nery Reyes

Comment #

Response

PHC415-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC416 - Maria G. Reynaga

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC416-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC417 - Gladys Rius

Comment #

Response

PHC417-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC418 - Alma Rivera

Comment #

Response

PHC418-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC419 - Blanca Rivera

Comment #

Response

PHC419-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC420 - Matilde Rivera G.

Comment #

Response

PHC420-1

Trenes LRT son electricos y no contaminan. Tambien, favor de ver la respuesta al comentario
Master Comment MC-8acerca de los impactos de calidad del aire del proyecto propuesto.

LRT trains are electrically powered and are non-polluting. Also, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-8 regarding the proposed project’s air quality impacts.

Response to Comment PHC421 - Jonathan J. Riveros

Comment #

Response

PHC421-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC422 - Bertha Robles

Comment #

Response

PHC422-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC423 - Caroline Robles

Comment #

Response

PHC423-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC424 - Nora Robles

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC424-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC425 - Soila Robles

Comment #

Response

PHC425-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC426 - Sandra Rocha

Comment #

Response

PHC426-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC427 - Irma Rodarte

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC427-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC428 - Rodrigo

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC428-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC429 - Angel Rodriguez

Comment # ‘ Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC429-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC430 - Aurora Rodriguez

Comment # Response

The commenters request for a bus along the freeway has been included in the project record.

PIRICHEL However, this request is outside the scope of this project.

Response to Comment PHC431 - Brenda Rodriguez

Comment # ‘ Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC431-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC432 - Maria Rodriguez

Comment # ’ Response

PHCA432-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC433 - Maria Roman

Comment #

Response

PHCA433-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC434 - Roberta Romero

Comment #

Response

PHC434-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC435 - Clarissa Romos

Comment #

PHCA435-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC436 - Maria Rosales

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC436-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC437 - Martin Rosales

Comment #

Response

PHCA437-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

PHCA437-2

Favor de ver la respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-3 acerca de los impactos a
estacionamento del proyecto propuesto. Favor de tambien referirse al capitulo 3 de este
reporte (FEIS/FEIR), el cual contiene detalles adicionales acreca de los impactos de
estacionamento de la alternativa preferida local (o LPA).

Please see the response to Master Comment MC-3 regarding the proposed project’s parking
impacts. Please also refer to Chapter 3 of this FEIS/FEIR, which contains additional details
regarding the LPA’s parking impacts.

Response to Comment PHC438 - Cynthia Rosas

Comment #

Response

PHCA438-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC439 - Rosy

Comment #

Response

PHCA439-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC440 - Robert A. Rouge

Comment #

Response

PHC440-1

The comment is noted for the record, however, LRT from San Pedro to Point Fermin/Cabrillo
is outside the scope of the proposed project.
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Response to Comment PHC441 - Rosa R

Comment #

Response

PHC441-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC442 - Petro Rubalecio

Comment # ’ Response

PHC442-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC443 - Olivia Rubio

Comment #

Response

PHC443-1

Thank you for expressing your input on wanting the design of the proposed project to be
similar to that of the Blue Line. Metro will take this input into consideration during the
planning effort.

Response to Comment PHC444 - Isabel Ruiz

Comment # ’ Response

PHC444-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC445 - Oscar Ruiz

Comment #

Response

PHC445-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC446 - Maria Saavedra

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC446-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC447 - Sasenik Safranya

Comment #

Response

PHC447-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC448 - Reyna Salas

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC448-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC449 - Rosa E Salas

Comment # ’ Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC449-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC450 - Daniela Salgado

Comment # ’ Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC450-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC451 - Alondra Salinas

Comment # Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT" ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC451-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC452 - Glenda Salinas

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC452-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC453 - Pam Salinas

Comment # ‘ Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHCA453-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC454 - Teia Salisgun

Comment # ’ Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC454-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHCA455 - Lydia Salvadge

Comment # Response

Thank you for the input regarding bike security on Metro buses. This concern and
PHC455-1 recommendation will be taken into consideration for current and future planned Metro
projects.

Response to Comment PHC456 - Sandra Sanboraz

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHCA456-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC457 - Anayanzi Sanchez

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC457-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC458 - CarranzaFco Sanchez

Comment # ‘ Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC458-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC459 - Gabriel Samson

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHCA459-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC460 - Jose Sanchez

Comment # Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC460-1 respuesta al comentario Master Cormment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHCA461 - Liliana Sanchez

Comment # Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC461-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC462 - Maria Sanchez

Comment # ‘ Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC462-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC463 - Morena Sanchez

Comment #

Response

PHC463-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC464 - Angelo Santizo

Comment #

PHC464-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC465 - Erik Santoscoy

Comment #

Response

PHC465-1

The comment recommending expansion of transit service to the Olive View — UCLA Medical
Center is outside the scope of the proposed project. However, Metro will take this input into
consideration for future planning efforts.

Response to Comment PHC466 - Wendy Santos

Comment #

Response

PHCA466-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC467 - Coleman Saucier

Comment #

Response

PHC467-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC468 - Crystal Savino

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHCA468-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC469 - Susanna Scafaryan

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC469-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC470 — Lauren Siegel

Comment # Response

PHC469-1 Comment noted for the record. No response is required.

Response to Comment PHCA471 - Eric Seiderylarz

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1. Building a maintenance and storage facility underground would not

PHC471-1 be practicable.
With regards to the commenter’s suggestion that Metro purchase land in Sun Valley (it is

presumed the commenter is referring to land for the MSF), the Sun Valley community is
located too far from the project alignment for that community to be a feasible MSF location.

Response to Comment PHC472 - Robert Serra

Comment # Response

The commenter provides input on Proposition 13. This topic is outside of the scope of the

PRI proposed project.
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Response to Comment PHC473 - Adriana Serrento

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC473-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC474 - Leslie Sevilla

Comment # ’ Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC474-1 respuesta al comentario Master Cormment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHCA475 - Joe Seward

Comment # Response

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
PHCA475-1 Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.

Response to Comment PHC476 - Sergio Sewiller

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC476-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC477 — Sharice Shahuerman

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHCA477-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC478 — Himbya J. Sherry

Comment #

Response

PHCA478-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC479 — Gen Sherry

Comment #

Response

PHC479-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC480 — Simon Simonian

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC480-1

This FEIS/FEIR acknowledges that economic impacts could occur to the businesses that are
displaced for right-of-way as well as other businesses who are dependent on the income
generated by those displaced businesses. To minimize those impacts, relocation assistance
and benefits will be provided to displaced businesses in accordance with state and federal
regulations and in accordance with Metro policies.

Also, please note that MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the
Metro Board of Directors. Please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which
identifies the reasons for selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.

Response to Comment PHC481 — Rohani Sinambela

Comment #

PHCA481-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC482 — Jolly Slaby

Comment #

PHCA482-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Comment #

Response

Metro is working with the City of Los Angeles to identify potential measures to mitigate the
loss of bike lanes that are currently on Van Nuys Boulevard due to implementation of the
LPA. Two parallel corridors have been identified for consideration and approval by LADOT as
bike friendly corridors. These include Filmore Street to the west and Pierce Street to the east.
Both of these streets could be designated and designed as Class 111 Bike Friendly streets
through use of sharrows (markings indicating the lane is to be shared by bikes and cars) and
signage. Metro will also continue to work with LADOT to identify, to the extent feasible,
replacement locations for Class Il bike lanes that meet the goals and policies in the City of
Los Angeles Bicycle Plan (also, please see mitigation measure MM-TRA-7 in Chapter 3 of this
FEIS/FEIR). In addition, through Metro’s new First/Last Mile directive, Metro has prepared a
First/Last Mile Plan that identifies new bicycle and pedestrian improvements at or near all 14
stations.

Response to Comment PHC483 — Kathy Sloan

Comment #

Response

PHC483-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC484 — Rhonda Smith

Comment #

Response

PHC484-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC485 — Desiree Sotelo

Comment #

Response

PHCA485-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC486 — Armando Soto

Comment # ‘ Response

PHCA486-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC487 — Candelana Soto

Comment # ’ Response

PHCA487-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC488 — Tony Soto

Comment #

PHCA488-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC489 — Aygul Stevens

Comment #

PHCA489-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC490 — Lorraine Stewart

Comment #

Response

PHC490-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC491 — Patricia Strawbrid

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC491-1

The commenter’s concern about how the proposed project would affect their existing
commute is noted for the record.

PHC491-2

The commenter’s concerns regarding the availability of TAP cards is noted for the record by
Metro. Currently, TAP cards are available at Metro Rail Stations and at local vendors.

@ Page A2.7-111
Metro



East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project Appendix A2
FEIS/FEIR Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Response to Comment PHC492 - Patricia Kay Stawbridge

Comment # Response

The commenter’s concerns regarding the availability of TAP cards is noted for the record by

FlRiee Metro. Currently, TAP cards are available at Metro Rail Stations and at local vendors.

Response to Comment PHC493 - Jose Tapia

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC493-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC494 - Taina Tapia

Comment # ‘ Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Also, please note that passenger safety is paramount in all of Metro’s design considerations.
PHCA494-1 At all 14 stations, access/egress to station platforms will be via ADA compliant ramps, well lit,
have wayfinding signage and control features such as pedestrian gates or pedestrian signals
where appropriate. Additional amenities for hearing and sight impaired passengers will also
be a part of the station environment. LAPD and Metro Police would also patrol the proposed
LRT stations to further ensure the safety of transit users and employees.

Response to Comment PHC495 - Tom Taverne

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC495-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC496 - Sarah Taylor

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC496-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Comment #

Response

PHC496-2

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC497 - Diane Tellez

Comment #

Response

PHC497-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC498 - Luis Tellez

Comment #

Response

PHCA498-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC499 - Kim Temme

Comment #

Response

PHC499-1

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.

Response to Comment PHC500 - Hugo Tepe

Comment # ’ Response

PHC500-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

@ Page A2.7-113
Metro



East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project Appendix A2

FEIS/FEIR

Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Response to Comment PHC501 - Anne Thomas

Comment #

Response

PHC501-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC502 - Tina

Comment #

Response

PHC502-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT” ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1. Tambien, favor de ver la respuesta al
comentario Master Comment MC-4 para una discusion acrca de impactos a seguridad y
medidas a implementar para abordar dichos impactos.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1. Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-4 for a
discussion of the proposed project’s safety impacts and measures to address those impacts.

Response to Comment PHC503 - Arcelia Tinoco

Comment #

Response

PHC503-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC504 - Arlene Titna

Comment #

Response

PHC504-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC505 - Fabiola Toascana

Comment #

Response

PHC505-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC506 - Carmit Tordjman

Comment #

Response

PHC506-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC507 - Maria Torres

Comment #

PHC507-1

Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC508 - Sandra Torres

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC508-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC509 - Sergio A. Torres

Comment #

Response

PHC509-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC510 - Wendy Torres

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC510-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC511 - Guillermo A Tortola

Comment # ’ Response

The comment is noted and it’s acknowledged that the acquisition of properties and the
displacement of the businesses on those properties can have economic impacts on the
displaced businesses as well as impacts on other businesses who are dependent on the
income from those displaced businesses.

PHC511-1 Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-6 regarding the proposed project’s
right-of-way acquisition and business displacement impacts. MSF Option B has been
identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors. Please see the response
to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for selection of MSF Option B as the
preferred MSF site

Response to Comment PHC512 - Alexandra Tovar

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC512-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC513 - Peria Truvillo

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC513-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC514 - Narine Tugharyan

Comment # ‘ Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC514-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC515 - Libna Vanadarez

Comment #

Response

PHC515-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC516 - Catalina Vasquez

Comment # ’ Response

PHC516-1

Favor de ver la respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-3 acerca de los impactos a
estacionamento del proyecto propuesto. Favor de tambien referirse al capitulo 3 del reporte
ambiental FEIS/FEIR.

Please see the response to Master Comment MC-3 regarding the proposed project’s parking
impacts. No new parking would be provided at the proposed stations. Please also refer to
Chapter 3 within the FEIS/FEIR.

Response to Comment PHC517 - Eufrocina Vasquez

Comment # ’ Response

PHC517-1

Favor de ver la respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-3 acerca de los impactos a
estacionamento del proyecto propuesto. Favor de tambien referirse al capitulo 3 del reporte
ambiental FEIS/FEIR.

Please see the response to Master Comment MC-3 regarding the proposed project’s parking
impacts. No new parking would be provided at the proposed stations. Please also refer to
Chapter 3 within the FEIS/FEIR.

Response to Comment PHC518 - Gissel Vasquez

Comment #

Response

PHC518-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC519 - Michelle Vasquez

Comment # ’ Response

PHC519-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC520 - Veronica Vasquez

Comment #

Response

PHC520-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC521 - Elena Velasquez

Comment #

Response

PHC521-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC522 - Joseph Villero

Comment #

Response

PHC522-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC523 - Claudia Vlloa

Comment # Response

PHC523-1 The exact fare of the proposed project is not determined, but the fare will be consistent with
existing Metro policies.

PHC523-2 The request for a low fare for low-income populations has been noted for the record by Metro.
Also, please see the response to comment PHC523-1 above.
Two travel lanes in each direction would be provided on Van Nuys Boulevard. Also, please see

PHC523-3 the response to Master Comment MC-7 for a discussion of the proposed project’s traffic
impacts, in addition to Chapter 3 of the FEIS/FEIR.

Response to Comment PHC524 - Jack Waizenegger

Comment #

PHC524-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Comment # Response

Please see the response to Master Comment MC-5 for a discussion of how Metro will
PHC524-2 continue to coordinate with the planning teams for the Sepulveda Transit Corridor, Metro
Orange Line Improvements, and East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor.

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
PHC524-3 Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.

Please see Chapter 2 of this FEIS/FEIR for a list and the locations of the proposed LRT

ez stations.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC524-5 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC525 - Wayne

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC525-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC526 - Rosanne Welch

Comment # ‘ Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site

PHC526-1

Response to Comment PHC527 - Mike Williams

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC527-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC528 - Susan Wise

Comment #

Response

PHC528-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC529 - Seth Wulkan

Comment #

Response

PHC529-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC530 - Sonia X

Comment # ‘ Response

PHC530-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidon acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC531 - Kenn Yama

Comment #

Response

PHC531-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC532 - Victoria Yonker

Comment #

Response

PHC532-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC533 - Romel Yousinfri

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC533-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC534 - Rufino Yucamed

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC534-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC535 - Maria Zamudio

Comment # ‘ Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC535-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC536 - Simon Zanodwker

Comment # Response

It's acknowledged that acquisition of properties and displacement of businesses located on
the properties could have adverse economic impacts on the businesses as well as indirect
impacts on other businesses that rely on income from the displaced businesses. However,
please note that relocation assistance and benefits will be provided to displaced businesses in
accordance with state and federal regulations and Metro policies. Also, please see the
PHC536-1 response to Master Comment MC-6 and Section 4.2 of this FEIS/FEIR for additional
information on the proposed project’s right-of-way acquisition and business displacement
impacts. Also, please note that Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT with MSF Option B,
which would displace fewer businesses than Option A, has been identified as the by Metro
(please see the responses to Master Comments MC-1 and MC-2 for more information on that
decision).
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Response to Comment PHC537 - Gabina Zavaretta

Comment # Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC537-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC538 - Simon Zavodiuker

Comment # ‘ Response

The commenter’s concerns regarding the proposed project’s impacts on his business are
noted for the record. Metro acknowledges that acquisition of properties and displacement of
businesses located on the properties could have adverse economic impacts on the businesses

as well as indirect impacts on other businesses that rely on the income of the displaced
PHC538-1 businesses.

Also please note that Alternative 4 — LRT and MSF Option B have been identified as the by
Metro. The responses to Master Comments MC-1 and MC-2 provide additional information
on the reasons for that decision.

Response to Comment PHC539 - Monica Zeller

Comment # Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
PHC539-1 Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC540 - Hilario Zepeda

Comment # ‘ Response

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modlified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
PHC540-1 respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHC541 - Georgina Zgarano

Comment # ’ Response

PHC541-1

La Alternativa 4 Modificada o “Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT’ ha sido identificada
como la alternativa preferida local (o LPA) por la Junta Directiva de Metro. Para mas
informacidn acerca de como se eligio la alternativa preferida local o LPA, favor de ver la
respuesta al comentario Master Comment MC-1.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC542 - Zoya

Comment #

PHC542-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHC543 - Fatima Zumija

Comment #

Response

PHC543-1

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the LPA by the Metro Board of
Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to
Master Comment MC-1.
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A2.8

Responses to Public Hearing Transcript
Comments

Response to Comment PHT1 - David Govea

Comment #

PHT1-1

PHT1-2

PHT1-3

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

The traffic impact calculations are based on 2040 projections derived from the Metro travel
forecast model for the ESFV project. The highway assignment is unconstrained, meaning the
2040 volumes are based on the travel demand potential with no consideration given to
constraints that may exist, such as the capacity of the roadway or constraints imposed by
bottlenecks far upstream from these crossings. On Hubbard Avenue the per lane volumes
exceeds 1,000 vehicles per hour, which is theoretically feasible but unlikely. This is
compensated by the fact that the calculation of spillback queue lengths may be somewhat
underestimating the effects of irregular and frequent train arrivals at the crossing.

At the Hubbard crossing, the traffic signals and crossing controls will be upgraded to address
concerns of the CPUC by modifying the traffic signals at Truman Street and 1st Street/Frank
Modugno Drive to conform to the preemption needs per CPUC and responsible agencies.
Automatic devices should control all pedestrian and vehicular movements. Rail crossing
warning time will be set to handle the longest trucks. Additional pedestrian gates, where
feasible, should control the pedestrian route across LRT and Metrolink tracks.

Also, please see the discussion of traffic impacts and mitigation measures in Chapter 3 of this
FEIS/FEIR and the response to Master Comment MC-7.

The Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) (Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT) does not
include new parking structures or lots for transit riders. Although parking demand and
potential “spillover” parking impacts are not considered to be an environmental impact under
CEQA, Metro acknowledges and notes for the record the commenter’s concerns.

The commenter’s suggestion that construction start in the City of San Fernando will be taken
into consideration by Metro.

Response to Comment PHT2 - lvan Gomez

Comment #

PHT2-1

Response

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.
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Response to Comment PHT3 - Coby King

Comment #

PHT3-1

PHT3-2

Response
The commenter’s support of the proposed project is noted for the record by Metro.
Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative

(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHT4 - Suman Pravhakar

Comment #

PHT4-1

PHT4-2

PHT4-3

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

With regards to air quality impacts, the LPA would result in reductions of criteria pollutants in
the future compared to what would occur if the project was not implemented under No-Build
scenario.

Please see Chapter 3 of this FEIS/FEIR and the response to Master Comment MC-7 for a
discussion of the proposed project’s traffic impacts.

It is recognized the removal of on-street parking would result in an inconvenience to many
business patrons. Although on-street parking along Van Nuys Boulevard would be removed,
many of the commercial businesses along the corridor have off-street parking available for
their customers. There is also on-street parking available in the immediate vicinity [one to two
blocks] of the corridor.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHT5 - Khan, Xavier

Comment #

PHT5-1

PHT5-2

PHT5-3

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

The commenter’s recommendations regarding the timeline and order of construction of the
proposed project is noted for the record and will be taken into consideration during the design
and planning process for construction.

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.
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Response to Comment PHT6 - Maggi Espada-Hernandez

Comment#  Response

Please see the response to Master Comment MC-4 for a description of the safety features that

PRI will be built into the design of the Locally Preferred Alternative’s alignment and stations.

Response to Comment PHT7 - Robert Rieth

Comment#  Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
PHT7-1 (LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

Please see the response to comment PHT7-1 above.

Also, please note that the LPA would afford connections to all of the transit services along the

PHT7-2 ESFV project corridor including, Metro buses, LADOT DASH, Metrolink, and Amtrak. At the
Sylmar/San Fernando and Metro Orange Line stations, transfers would be via direct
connections. At the other 12 stations, connections/transfers would be via a short walk between
the LRT line and connecting services.

PHT7-3 Past public meeting presentations are available at Metro’s site for the proposed project at
https://www.metro.net/projects/east-sfv/east_sfv-meeting-presentations/.

Please see the response to comment PHT7-1 above. Also, please note that a TSM alternative
PHT7-4 was considered as a part of the alternatives analysis and was presented to stakeholders during
the community engagement/outreach phase of the project.

Please see the response to comment PHT7-1 above. Constructing BRT in the railroad right-of-
way would be cost prohibitive and impracticable for this technology. The railroad tracks, train

PHT7-5 signals, and other utilities would need to be relocated to allow for the construction of a two-way
BRT and station facilities. The expense to accommodate BRT alongside Metrolink and UP
freight trains could not be justified.

Response to Comment PHTS - Ani Issaian

Comment#  Response

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site. Also, please see the response to Master
Comment MC-6 for a discussion of the proposed project’s right-of-way and business
displacement impacts and information on The Uniform Act, which provides for uniform and
equitable treatment for persons displaced from their homes or businesses and establishes
uniform and equitable land acquisition policies. The commenter is also referred to Section 4.2
— Real Estate and Acquisitions of this FEIS/FEIR.

PHTS-1

@ Page A2.8-3
Metro



East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project Appendix A2

FEIS/FEIR

Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Response to Comment PHT9 - Natalie Magarian

Comment #

PHTO-1

PHT9-2

PHT9-3

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1. MSF Option B has been identified as the
preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors. Also, please see the response to Master
Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for selection of MSF Option B as the preferred
MSF site.

Please see the response to comment PHT9-1 above

For a discussion of construction impacts and measures to mitigate those impacts, please see
Section 4.19 of this FEIS/FEIR.

With regards to public noticing and outreach, Metro has hosted more than 100 meetings,
provided notifications via direct mail and email, press releases, newspaper and online ads, and
a project website, and has engaged the community using other outreach methods (see Chapter
7 for additional details).

Metro is working with the City of Los Angeles to identify potential measures to mitigate the
loss of class Il bike lanes, due to implementation of the LRT alternative, that are currently on
Van Nuys Boulevard. In addition, through Metro’s new First/Last Mile directive, a First/Last
Mile study was completed that identifies new bicycle and pedestrian improvements at or near
the proposed LRT stations.

Also, please note that the project is intended to provide a high level of transit mobility along
the 9.2-mile corridor and that the LPA was identified as the preferred alternative during the
community engagement process. Transit mobility can be defined in part by faster service with
fewer station stops. The 14 stations are spaced at approximately ¥-mile intervals. A 20-station
LRT would be comparatively slower than a 14-station system, would cost more to construct and
operate, and would attract few riders. Currently, and in the future, local bus service along the
corridor will provide access to destinations that fall between the 14 LRT stations.

Response to Comment PHT10 - Coby King

Comment #

PHT10-1

PHT10-2

PHT10-3

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

The comment regarding Metro’s efforts to mitigate impacts on businesses is noted for the
record. Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2 for information on The
Uniform Act, which provides for uniform and equitable treatment for persons displaced from
their homes or businesses and establishes uniform and equitable land acquisition policies.

Metro is working with the City of Los Angeles to identify potential measures to mitigate the
loss of class Il bike lanes, due to implementation of the LRT alternative, that are currently on
Van Nuys Boulevard. In addition, through Metro’s new First/Last Mile directive, Metro intends
to identify new bicycle and pedestrian improvements at or near all 14 stations.

@ Page A2.8-4
Metro



East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project Appendix A2
FEIS/FEIR Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

As detailed in Chapter 2, Project Description, of the FEIS/FEIR, the proposed project would
prohibit curbside parking along the LRT alignment. However, designated parking lots for
businesses located on parcels that would not be acquired by the proposed project would remain
in place and accessible to customers. Additionally, the comment that Metro should work with
the City of Los Angeles to preserve parking spaces is noted for the record and will be taken into
consideration by Metro.

PHT10-4

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
PHT10-5 (LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHT11 - Dianne Hand

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
PHT11-1 (LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

Under the Locally Preferred Alternative, mixed-flow lanes would be removed to accommodate
the LRT alignment, which would result in additional roadway congestion due to the decreased
roadway capacity. As acknowledged in the DEIS/DEIR and this FEIS/FEIR, the increase in
PHT11-2 congestion could adversely affect emergency vehicle response and access or evacuation plans
in the event of an emergency. The proposed motor-vehicle turn restrictions could also result, in
some instances, in emergency vehicles taking a slightly more circuitous route, and therefore
require more time to respond to emergencies.

The comment suggesting Metro review transit systems in Sydney and Brisbane, Australia is

P noted for the record.

Response to Comment PHT12 - Severiana Pablo

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
PHT12-1 (LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHT13 - Tony Wilkinson

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
PHT13-1 (LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.
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The comment that the City of Los Angeles Transportation Element be revisited to remove
PHT13-2 bicycle lanes from the highest traffic corridors in the San Fernando Valley for safety reasons is
noted for the record by Metro.

The comment in support of bicycling in the community is noted for the record. Also, please
PHT13-3 see Section 3.3.4.2 of this FEIS/FEIR for measures to minimize the impact due to the removal
of existing bike lanes along Van Nuys Boulevard (mitigation measure MM-TRA-7).

Response to Comment PHT14 - Joanne D'Antonio

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
PHT14-1 (LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

The comment recommending future conversion of the Metro Orange Line to light rail is noted

B for the record by Metro.

The comment that the proposed transit line should be 100 percent renewable is noted for the
PHT14-3 record by Metro. Also, please note that the LRT trains would be electrically powered via an
overhead wire catenary system.

Response to Comment PHT15 - Steve Breched

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
PHT15-1 (LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHT16 - Bob Anderson

e

Please see the response to Master Comment MC-5 for a discussion of how Metro will continue
PHT16-1 to coordinate with the planning teams for the Sepulveda Transit Corridor, Metro Orange Line
Improvements, and East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor.

The design of the ESFVTC terminus station has been revised to accommodate a planned
elevated Metro Orange Line guideway over Van Nuys Boulevard. Please see Chapter 2 of this
FEIS/FEIR for a detailed description of the Locally Preferred Alternative, Alternative 4
Modified: At-Grade LRT.

PHT16-2

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
PHT16-3 (LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.
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PHT16-4 Please see the response to comment PHT16-3 above.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
by the Metro Board of Directors. The subway portion of Alternative 4 has been eliminated from
consideration due to it greatly delaying the timeline for delivery of the project and because it
PHT16-5 would not result in substantially faster travel times. The subway portion would also result in
additional construction impacts, including noise, air quality, and traffic impacts. For further
information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to Master Comment MC-
1.

Response to Comment PHT17 - Fran Scaglione

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
PHT17-1 (LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site. Also, please see the response to Master
Comment MC-6.

PHT17-2

Response to Comment PHT18 - Jan Kidwell

The commenter’s support for Alternative 4 - LRT (at-grade), which has been identified as the
PHT18-1 Locally Preferred Alternative by Metro, is noted for the record. For further information on how
the LPA was identified, please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHT19 - Glenn Bailey

The comment that no ADA access was provided for the first half hour of the meeting is noted
PHT19-1 for the record. Metro is committed to providing ADA access to all future public meetings
throughout the duration of the meetings.

The commenter’s objection to the removal of bicycle lanes is noted for the record by Metro.

As noted in Chapter 2 of this FEIS/FEIR, the existing bike lanes extending approximately

2 miles north on Van Nuys Boulevard from Parthenia Street to Beachy Avenue and from
Laurel Canyon Boulevard to San Fernando Road would be removed in order to accommodate
the LRT guideway. Two parallel corridors have been identified for consideration and approval
by the City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) as bike friendly corridors.
These include Filmore Street to the west and Pierce Street to the east. Both of these streets can
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FEIS/FEIR

Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Comment #

PHT19-3

PHT19-4

PHT19-5

PHT19-6

PHT19-7

Response

be developed as Class 111 Bike Friendly streets by striping sharrows and providing signage.
Metro will also continue to work with LADOT to identify, to the extent feasible, replacement
locations for Class 11 bike lanes that meet the goals and policies in the City of Los Angeles
Bicycle Plan (see mitigation measure MM-TRA-7 in Section 3.3.4.2).

Please see the response to PHT19-2 above.

Please see the response to PHT19-2 above.

Also, please note that bicycle parking would be provided at the Sylmar, Van Nuys Metrolink,
and Metro Orange Line stations. Per Metro’s Rail Design Criteria (MRDC), bicycle parking at
other stations would be provided where feasible and will be determined during the
design/build phase of the project.

The LRT Alternative, Alternative 4 (at grade), has been identified as the Locally Preferred
Alternative. Compatibility of the ESFVTC LRT with the Metro Orange Line will be a factor that
is considered in future planning to convert the Metro Orange Line to LRT.

One MSF would be constructed to serve the proposed LRT line along the ESFVTC. Also, please
note that the preferred location, MSF Option B, is not located in the immediate vicinity of any
noise-sensitive land uses.

Of the four build alternatives evaluated in the DEIS/DEIR, Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade
LRT, would provide the greatest benefit with respect to the reduction in transit rider travel time
within the corridor.

Response to Comment PHT20 - Nate

Comment #

PHT20-1

PHT20-2

PHT20-3

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

Please see the response to PHT20-1 above.

Also, please note that signal priority for the proposed project would be considered and the type
of signal treatment would be determined during the preliminary engineering phase of the
ESFVTC Project. It is envisioned that possible timing changes could be implemented by one of
four means: an LRT priority system, Automated Traffic Surveillance and Control (ATSAC)
Critical Intersection Control (CIC), ATSAC Critical Arterial Control (CAC), or LADOT’s
Adaptive Traffic Control System (ATCS). Bus priority, which already exists on several corridors
within the San Fernando Valley, provides additional green time to approaching buses when
identified as late per the schedule. Similar priority treatment could be afforded to LRT
operations. CIC adjusts the relative phase splits on a cycle-by-cycle basis. CAC adjusts offsets to
provide progression in the peak direction. ATCS constantly adjusts the green time as needed
based on the competing demands of approaching traffic.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Comment #

PHT20-4

PHT20-5

PHT20-6

Response

Metro will continue to evaluate ways to improve bus operations in adjacent corridors and how
best to provide an integrated and efficient regional transportation system.

Left turns from Van Nuys Boulevard onto cross streets will be maintained at most of the
currently signalized intersections where the LRT will be running in the median. However, all
vehicle movements across the median at currently unsignalized intersections will be
prohibited. This will include left turns from Van Nuys Boulevard as well as left turns and
through traffic from un-signalized side streets and private driveways. Motorists who desire to
make a left turn onto an unsignalized cross street or into a driveway will have to make a U-turn
at a signalized left-turn location or choose a route that will allow them to use a signalized cross
street. Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-4.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHT21 - Scott Walton

Comment #

PHT21-1

PHT21-2

PHT21-3

Response

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site. Also, please see the response to Master
Comment MC-6.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

Please see the responses to PHT21-1 and PHT21-2 above.

Response to Comment PHT22 - Donna Pearman

Comment #

PHT22-1

PHT22-2

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

The commenter’s concern about the impact of the proposed project on local bus line 788 is
noted for the record by Metro.

Line 788 is under review as part of the NextGen study, which must also consider the
implementation of major projects including the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor
Project and the Sepulveda Transit Corridor Project. Line 788 provides express service over the
Sepulveda Pass and connects Westwood and the Expo Line from the San Fernando Valley.
Once the Sepulveda Transit Corridor Project Alternative Analysis is completed, Service
Planning Staff will evaluate the selected route of the project and develop a Bus Rail Interface
Plan to determine how buses will best serve the proposed new stations. At that time, staff can
better address how Line 788 will operate in the future.
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Comment#  Response

Alternative 4 - LRT (at-grade) with MSF Option B has been identified as the Locally Preferred
PHT22-3 Alternative by Metro.

Also, please see the responses to Master Comment MC-1, MC-2, and MC-6.
PHT22-4 Please see the response to comment PHT22-1 above.

The commenter’s concern that seniors and the disabled who don’t have a TAP card have to pay
full fare is noted for the record by Metro. However, please note that seniors 62 years or older
and the disabled that qualify for a Senior TAP Card or reduced fare don’t have to pay for the
card itself. To qualify, seniors must supply a full-face photo (1" X 1-1/4" or 2” X 2”) along with
an official ID showing proof of age (California ID, California Driver’s License, passport, or a

FAv2ES birth certificate accompanied by any photo ID). In addition to a photo and ID, the disabled
have to provide proof of their disability. Seniors and the disabled can apply online or at any
Metro Customer Center. Seniors and the disabled may also mail in copies of the required
documentation and a full-face photo to the TAP Reduced Fare Office, One Gateway Plaza, Mail
Stop: 99-PL-4, Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952.

PHT22-6 Please see the response to comment PHT22-1 above.

PHT22-7 Please see the response to comment PHT22-1 above.

Response to Comment PHT23 - Francine Oschin

Comment#  Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
PHT23-1 (LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHT24 - Fara Narznadavi

Comment#  Response
PHT24-1 Please see the response to Master Comment MC-6.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
PHT24-2 (LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

The Locally Preferred Alternative (Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT) proposes the
construction of LRT at grade for the entire 9.2-mile length of the corridor. The subway portion
of Alternative 4, as described in the DEIS/DEIR, has been eliminated from consideration. Also,

PHT?24-3 please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

With regards to signal priority or preemption, the type of signal treatment would be
determined during the preliminary engineering phase of the ESFVTC Project. It is envisioned
that possible timing changes could be implemented by one of four means: an LRT priority
system, Automated Traffic Surveillance and Control (ATSAC) Critical Intersection Control
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Response to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR

Comment #

PHT24-4

PHT24-5

PHT?24-6

PHT24-7

PHT24-8

Response

(CIC), ATSAC Ciritical Arterial Control (CAC), or LADOT’s Adaptive Traffic Control System
(ATCS). Bus priority, which already exists on several corridors within the San Fernando Valley,
provides additional green time to approaching buses when identified as late per the schedule.
Similar priority treatment could be afforded to LRT operations. CIC adjusts the relative phase
splits on a cycle-by-cycle basis. CAC adjusts offsets to provide progression in the peak
direction. ATCS constantly adjusts the green time as needed based on the competing demands
of approaching traffic.

The commenter’s recommendation to include bicycle lanes is noted for the record by Metro.
Metro is working with the City of Los Angeles to identify potential measures to mitigate the
loss of class Il bike lanes, due to implementation of the LRT alternative, that are currently on
Van Nuys Boulevard. In addition please note that through Metro’s new First/Last Mile
directive, Metro intends to identify new bicycle and pedestrian improvements at all 14 LRT
stations.

Most stations will have entrances from both ends of the station.

At the Sylmar/ San Fernando station a grade-separated pedestrian crossing, either a tunnel or a
bridge, would be provided between the LRT platform and existing station parking lot.

The commenter’s suggestion that the proposed pedestrian bridge at the Sylmar/San Fernando
station be eliminated for cost reasons is noted for the record by Metro.

The comment recommending the implementation of bus only lanes on connecting corridors
has been noted for the record by Metro and will be considered during project planning for
other corridors in the project area.

Metro would continue to outreach to engage local schools and other stakeholders to solicit their
concerns and suggestions during the preliminary engineering, final design, and construction
phases of the project.

Response to Comment PHT25 - Jesus Ramos

Comment #

PHT25-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHT26 - Michael Roberts

Comment #

PHT26-1

Response

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site. Also, please see the response to Master
Comment MC-6 for a discussion of the proposed project’s right-of-way impacts and the
regulations that Metro is required to comply with to ensure the uniform and equitable
treatment of persons displaced from their homes or businesses.
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Response to Comment PHT27 - Gary Rodrigues

Comment#  Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

PHT27-1
With regards to the conversion of the Metro Orange Line to light rail, that is not within the
scope of the ESFVTC Project. However, please note that Measure M funds have been identified
for the Metro Orange Line’s conversion to light rail for the year 2057,

PHT27-2 Please see the response to comment PHT27-1 above.

PHT27-3 Please see the response to Master Comment MC-5 for a discussion of the relationship between

the proposed project and the Sepulveda Transit Corridor Project.

Response to Comment PHT28 - Doris Novavolper

Comment#  Response

Please see the response to Master Comment MC-4 for a description of the safety features that

FIRIU2E will be built into the design of Locally Preferred Alternative line and stations.

Response to Comment PHT29 - Bob Falini

Comment#  Response

The proposed project would operate along a 9.2-mile route from the Sylmar/San Fernando
Metrolink Station to the north, to the Van Nuys Metro Orange Line Station to the south. For

FlAIvZL information on the travel time performance of the Locally Preferred Alternative, and the other
alternatives, please see Table 3-9 in Chapter 3 of this FEIS/FEIR.

PHT29-2 Please see the response to comment PHT29-1 above.
Please see the response to comment PHT29-1 above. Also, please note that an alignment along
Sepulveda Boulevard was considered but eliminated during the project’s screening process due

PHT29-3 . - - . h ; ;
to strong community opposition and a number of traffic and engineering design constraints
and challenges

PHT29-4 Please see the response to comment PHT29-3 above.

PHT29-5 Please see the response to Master Comment MC-3 for a discussion of the proposed project’s
parking impacts.
Please see the response to Master Comment MC-7 and Chapter 3 of this FEIS/FEIR for a
discussion of the proposed project’s traffic impacts.

PHT29-6 Also, please note that a traffic analysis along Kester Avenue was not conducted. The study

corridors and intersections were determined under consultation with the City of San Fernando
Public Works Department and the City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation.
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Metro would only acquire properties that are required to construct and operate the Locally
Preferred Alternative. It is not anticipated that there would be a significant amount of unused

PHT29-7 land after construction of the proposed project. Any unused land or remnant parcels that
remain after the project is implemented may be sold to the public if Metro determines there is
not a need for the property.

Response to Comment PHT30 - Mel Wilson

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
PHT30-1 (LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHT31 - Kristian Storli

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT with MSF Option B has been identified as the Locally
Preferred Alternative by Metro. Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-6 and

PHT31-1 Section 4.2 of this FEIS/FEIR for a discussion of the proposed project’s right-of-way
acquisition and business displacement impacts and the measures required by law to treat
displaced property owners in a fair and equitable manner.

Response to Comment PHT32 - Gary Rodrigues

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT with MSF Option B has been identified as the Locally
PHT32-1 Preferred Alternative by Metro. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please
see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site. Also, please see the response to Master
Comment MC-6 and Section 4.2 of this FEIS/FEIR for a discussion of the proposed project’s
right-of-way acquisition and business displacement impacts and the measures required by law
to treat displaced property owners in a fair and equitable manner.

While the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) has the
PHT32-2 authority to acquire properties though eminent domain, every effort will be made to reach an
agreeable settlement through voluntary negotiations. However, if agreement cannot be reached
after a reasonable time, Metro will follow the State of California eminent domain laws, and
initiate a formal condemnation process to acquire necessary property. This process is meant to
protect property owners by allowing a court to determine the fair market value of the

property. It's important to note that even after a condemnation action has been initiated, Metro
may continue to negotiate with property owners in an attempt to reach agreement in-lieu of a
continuing the condemnation action.
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Response to Comment PHT33 - Kevin Davis

Comment #

PHT33-1

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

The alternate route identified by the commenter would not serve the large transit dependent
populations along Van Nuys Boulevard and therefore was not considered during the
alternatives development and screening process for the ESFVTC Project. However, Metro will
take into consideration the commenter’s suggestion in future planning studies in the eastern
San Fernando Valley.

Response to Comment PHT34 - Bart Reed

Comment #

PHT34-1

PHT34-2

PHT34-3

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT, which has been identified as the Locally Preferred
Alternative by the Metro Board of Directors, would include a station at San Fernando Road and
Van Nuys Boulevard. The suggestion that there should also be a Metrolink station at this
location is beyond the scope of the proposed project but will be forwarded to Metro’splanning
staff.

The station platforms would be designed for three cars. Redesigning the platforms to
accommodate four- to six-car trains would result in additional right-of-way, traffic, and other
impacts.

With regards to the 405 project (Sepulveda Transit Corridor Project) and a connection to
UCLA, please see the response to Master Comment MC-5.

Response to Comment PHT35 - Ani Issaian

Comment #

PHT35-1

PHT35-2

Response

Although parking and economic impacts are not considered significant impacts to the
environment under CEQA, it’s acknowledged that the loss of on-street and off-street parking
could have an adverse economic impact on the busineses that rely on that parking. The
acquisition off-street parking used by the commenter’s tenants will be considered by Metro in
determining an appropriate purchase price for the property. However, it should also be noted
that further refinements will be made to the Locally Preferred Alternative, including the
proposed station and TPSS locations, as the project proceeds through preliminary engineering
and final design (which is contingent upon approval of the proposed project by the Metro
Board). During the project refinement process, Metro would consider whether there are
alternative locations for the TPSS that could avoid or minimize parking impacts to the
commenter’s business.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHT36 - Rolando Chavarria

Comment #

PHT36-1

PHT36-2

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

Extending the proposed project to the south to provide access to UCLA and LAX is beyond the
scope of the proposed project. However, alternatives that would provide a transit connection
between the San Fernando Valley and west Los Angeles are being studied as part of the
Sepulveda Transit Corridor Project, which likely one-day would connect with the ESFVTC
project. Please note, however, that the mode and alignment for the Sepulveda Transit Corridor
project have not been determined. Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-5.

Response to Comment PHT37 - Raul Bocanegra

Comment #

PHT37-1

PHT37-2

Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

For a discussion of the proposed project’s parking impacts, please see the response to Master
Comment MC-3 as well as Chapter 3 of the FEIS/FEIR. For a discussion of construction
impacts, including impacts on access to businesses, please see Section 4.19 of this FEIS/FEIR.

In 2018, the Metro Board of Directors adopted the TOC Policy
(http://media.metro.net/projects_studies/joint_development/images/toc_policy_final.pdf) in
recognition of the importance of Metro incorporating equity, community development, and
land use as it advances public transit investments. The Board-adopted TOC Policy (Section Vi.
Administration, Transparency and Accountability) also established the commitment to
developing a TOC Implementation Plan: “With adoption of the TOC Policy, Metro will
establish a TOC Implementation Plan that will include performance metrics. Thereafter, staff
will prepare an annual TOC report.” Metro is currently in the process of developing the TOC
Implementation Plan and anticipates taking the draft to the Board in 2020. A key proposed
implementation action in the TOC Implementation Plan includes conducting TOC Corridor
Baseline Assessments (description below) for all Measure M Transit Corridors, including
ESFVTC.

TOC Corridor Baseline Assessments (not yet approved by the Board)

Metro proposes to create TOC Corridor Baseline Corridor Assessments (Baselines) for every
Measure M Transit Corridor in partnership with local jurisdictions and with stakeholder
engagement integrated throughout the entire process.

The Baselines will focus on the communities surrounding the transit corridor and will provide
a snapshot of existing demographic characteristics, an inventory and assessment of existing
jurisdiction TOC-related policies, and a series of recommended strategies that jurisdictions can
pursue, with Metro support, to realize equitable TOCs in their community.

The Baselines will be a resource for jurisdictions and communities that will identify
opportunities to leverage the transit infrastructure investments, identify potential community-
level risks and vulnerabilities (including around issues like gentrification and displacement),
and recommended strategies on what jurisdictions can do, with Metro support, to realize
equitable TOCs.
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Response to Comment PHT38 - Fidel Vasquez

PHT38-1 The Locally Preferred Alternative identified by the Metro Board does include an LRT station at
Van Nuys Boulevard and San Fernando Road.

One half of one percent of the overall project construction costs will be set aside for the
integration of site-specific public art. The aesthetic design of stations and related transit

PHT38-2 e T o . ;

facilities will aim to promote a sense of place and minimize adverse visual effects on

surrounding neighborhoods. Metro project precedents are featured here: metro.net/art.

The commenter’s concerns about parking and support for Metro’s efforts to date on the project
PHT38-3
have been noted for the record.

Response to Comment PHT39 - Mayra Soto

The commenter’s support for the proposed project is noted for the record by Metro.

Also, please note that Metro will work closely with an art advisory group composed of local
community representatives throughout the implementation of the project art program. An
artist selection panel, which will include arts professionals connected to the project corridor
communities, will make recommendations for the commission of artists.

PHT39-1

The commenter’s suggestion that knocking on doors and speaking in person to residents and
PHT39-2 business owners is the most eﬁective_ way to conduct outreach and i_nform the community is
noted for the record and will be considered by Metro when conducting further outreach on the
proposed project and other Metro projects.

Response to Comment PHT40 - Kristian Storli

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT with MSF Option B has been identified as the Locally
Preferred Alternative by Metro. Please see the responses to Master Comments MC-1 and MC-2
PHTA0-1 for a discussion of the reasons for selection of the Locally Preferred Alterr]ative z_md MSF
Option B. Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-6 for a discussion of the
measures required by law to ensure displaced property owners are compensated and treated
equitably. Also, please see Section 4.2, Real Estate and Acquisitions, of this FEIS/FEIR.
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Response to Comment PHT41 - lvan Gomez

Comment#  Response

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site. Also, please note that the LADWP

PHT41-1 property referenced in the comment was considered by Metro as a possible location for a
maintenance and storage facility. However, the site was deemed difficult to access for light rail
and LADWP informed Metro that it planned to begin construction on the site soon for the
“Mid Valley Water Facility” project.

PHT41-2 Please see the response to comment PHT41-1 above.

PHT41-3 Please see the response to comment PHT41-1 above.

Response to Comment PHT42 - Michelle Klein-Hass

Comment#  Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.

PHT42-1

The commenter’s suggestion that the bicycle lanes along Van Nuys Boulevard be relocated to
Woodman Avenue is noted for the record.

Also please note that two parallel corridors have been identified for consideration and approval
by the City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) as bike friendly corridors.

PHT42-2 These include Filmore Street to the west and Pierce Street to the east. Both of these streets can
be developed as Class I11 Bike Friendly streets by striping sharrows and providing signage.
Metro will also continue to work with LADOT to identify, to the extent feasible, replacement
locations for Class Il bike lanes that meet the goals and policies in the City of Los Angeles
Bicycle Plan (see mitigation measure MM-TRA-7 in Section 3.3.4.2).

Response to Comment PHT43 - Alf Temme

Comment#  Response

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
PHT43-1 (LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

PHTA3-2 The commenter’s suggestion that one-way streets and roundabouts be considered as ways to
mitigate traffic impacts is noted for the record by Metro.
The commenter’s suggestion that an app be developed to match people with jobs closer to their

Sl homes is beyond the scope of the proposed project but is noted for the record by Metro.
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Response to Comment PHT44 - Jason Ackerman

Comment #

PHT44-1

PHT44-2

PHT44-3

Response

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred maintenance and storage facility (MSF) site
by the Metro Board of Directors. Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2,
which identifies the reasons for selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.

Please see the response to comment PHT44-1 above.

Also, please note that potential sites for the placement of an LRT MSF are based on location in
relation to a proposed alignment, surrounding land use, site size, geometry, and number of
properties needed for acquisition. The availability and cost of land are also factors that would
be considered at a later stage of study along with potential construction scenarios.

MSF sites such as A, B, and C are in close proximity to the alignment so as to not require the
construction of extensive additional track to transfer vehicles from the mainline to the facility
and vice versa. The close proximity minimizes deadhead miles and hours, which is defined as
the non-revenue distance and time from the end of the service route to the MSF. This in turn
will reduce operations and maintenance costs in the form of electrical energy, miles traveled
and vehicle maintenance required, and operator time. The Metro team determined that the site
identified by the commenter did not meet any of these criteria.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
by the Metro Board of Directors. The subway portion of Alternative 4 has been eliminated from
consideration due to it greatly delaying the timeline for delivery of the project and because it
would not result in substantially faster travel times. The subway portion would also result in
additional construction impacts, including noise, air quality, right-of-way acquisition, and
traffic impacts. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response
to Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHT45 - Robert Serra

Comment #

PHT45-1

Response

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.

Response to Comment PHT46 - Issaian Haick

Comment #

PHT46-1

Response

Although economic impacts are not considered to be significant impacts on the environment
under CEQA, a discussion of economic impacts is required under NEPA. In accordance with
NEPA, it’s acknowledged that the removal of on-street parking could have an adverse economic
impacts on local businesses along Van Nuys Boulevard.

Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-3 for a discussion of the proposed
project’s parking impacts.
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PHT46-2

Metro is not proposing to construct public parking lots as part of the proposed project. For a
discussion of the Locally Preferred Alternative’s (Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT)
parking impacts, please see the response to Master Comment MC-3.

PHT46-3

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
by the Metro Board of Directors. The subway portion of Alternative 4 has been eliminated from
consideration due to it greatly delaying the timeline for delivery of the project and because it
would not result in substantially faster travel times. The subway portion would also result in
additional construction impacts, including noise, air quality, right-of-way acquisition, and
traffic impacts. For further information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response
to Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHTA47 - Lisa Dryer

PHT47-1

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.

PHTA47-2

The LADWP property referenced in the comment was considered by Metro as a possible
location for a maintenance and storage facility. However, the site was deemed difficult to
access for light rail and LADWP informed Metro that it planned to begin construction on the
site soon for the “Mid Valley Water Facility” project.

PHT47-3

The DEIS/DEIR and this FEIS/FEIR describe the adverse impacts of the proposed project
alternatives, including the economic impacts due right-of-way acquisitions and resulting
displacement of existing businesses. Please see Section 4.3, Economic and Fiscal Impacts, for
more details.

Response to Comment PHT48 - Marilyn Balduff

PHT48-1

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.

Also please see the response to comment PHT47-2 above.
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Response to Comment PHT49 - Darrell Clark

Comment #

PHT49-1

PHT49-2

PHT49-3

Response

Extending the proposed project to the south to provide access to UCLA and LAX is beyond the
scope of the proposed project. However, alternatives that would provide a transit connection
between the San Fernando Valley and west Los Angeles are being studied as part of the
Sepulveda Transit Corridor Project, which likely one-day would connect with the ESFVTC
project. Please note, however, that the mode and alignment for the Sepulveda Transit Corridor
project have not been determined. Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-5.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative by
the Metro Board of Directors. The subway portion of Alternative 4 has been eliminated from
consideration due to it greatly delaying the timeline for delivery of the project and because it
would not result in substantially faster travel times. The subway portion would also result in
additional construction impacts, including noise, air quality, and traffic impacts. For further
information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

Please see the response to Master Comment MC-2 for a discussion of how MSF Option B was
identified as the preferred site for the MSF because it is strategically located at the mid-point of
the alignment, is the only option that does not affect residential properties, and because
significant opposition to MSF Option A (adjacent to the Metro Orange Line) was expressed by
the community.

The LADWP property referenced in the comment was considered by Metro as a possible
location for a maintenance and storage facility. However, the site was deemed difficult to
access for light rail and LADWP informed Metro that it planned to begin construction on the
site soon for the “Mid Valley Water Facility” project.

Response to Comment PHT50 - Karl Armelin

Comment #

PHTS50-1

Response

The commenter’s concerns are noted for the record by Metro, MSF Option B has been
identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors. Also, please see the
response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for selection of MSF Option
B as the preferred MSF site.

Response to Comment PHT51 - Signal Danisky

Comment #

PHT51-1

PHT51-2

Response

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.

Please see the response to PHT51-1 above.
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Comment#  Response
Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative by
the Metro Board of Directors. The subway portion of Alternative 4 has been eliminated from
PHT51-3 consideration due to it greatly delaying the timeline for delivery of the project and because it

would not result in substantially faster travel times. The subway portion would also result in
additional construction impacts, including noise, air quality, and traffic impacts. For further
information on how the LPA was identified, please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHT52 - Michael Roberts

Comment #

PHT52-1

Response

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.

The LADWP property referenced in the comment was considered by Metro as a possible
location for a maintenance and storage facility. However, the site was deemed difficult to
access for light rail and LADWP informed Metro that it planned to begin construction on the
site soon for the “Mid Valley Water Facility” project.

Response to Comment PHT53 - Garrett Marks

Comment #

PHTS53-1

Response

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.

Review of the Fourth Quarter 2019 San Fernando Valley and Ventura County Industrial Report
indicates that the Central and East San Fernando submarkets have vacancy rates of 0.2% and
0.5%, respectively (Colliers International 2019). This is based on a total inventory for the San
Fernando Valley of 89,924,400 square feet, while the Central and East San Fernando
submarkets account for 13,742,200 and 50,529,500 square feet of existing inventory,
respectively. There is an additional 332,300 square feet of industrial space currently under
construction in the San Fernando Valley; however, none of the space currently under
construction is located in the Central or East San Fernando Valley submarkets. The proposed
acquisitions account for 0.52% of the total existing inventory of the San Fernando Valley and
0.73% of the Central and East San Fernando Valley submarkets.

The ability of the displaced businesses to relocate in the immediate area will depend on the
availability of suitable vacant properties. Since local and regional economic conditions drive
market demand for commercial and light industrial space in the project study area, it’s not
known how many of the displaced businesses will be able to or choose to relocate within the
corridor or surrounding areas; however, it’s acknowledged that, based on the vacancy rate data
provided above, industrial facilities, in particular, may have difficulty finding comparable
properties near their existing locations. Displaced businesses (and residents), however, will be
eligible for relocation assistance and compensation in accordance with federal and state
regulations (please see Section 4.2 of this FEIS/FEIR for more information on relocation
assistance and compensation as well as a detailed discussion of right-of-way impacts). Also,
please note that Metro will strive to provide displaced businesses facing complex moves with
adequate time to minimize relocation hardships. Metro will work with these displaced
businesses to understand any relocation challenges and determine necessary professional
services required for planning the relocation of their businesses.
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PHT53-2 MC-6.

Please see the response to comment PHT53-1 above and the response to Master Comment

Response to Comment PHT54 - Monica Alexenko

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for

PHT54-1 selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.

Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-6 for a discussion of the proposed
project’s right-of-way acquisition and business displacement impacts. Also, please see Section
4.2, Real Estate and Acquisitions, of this FEIS/FEIR. Please refer to Chapter 3 of the
FEIS/FEIR and the response to Master Comment MC-7 for a discussion of traffic impacts.

PHT54-2 Please see the response to comment PHT54-1 above.

Response to Comment PHTS5 - James Stewart

Please see the response to Master Comment MC-7 and Chapter 3 of the FEIS/FEIR for a

PHT55-1 discussion of the proposed project’s traffic impacts.
Also, please note that the number of travelers taking transit over cars is not available as this

metric was not calculated.

Response to Comment PHT56 - Steve Brecht

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
PHT56-1 Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
PHT56-2 (LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.
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Response to Comment PHT57 - Peter Scholz

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
PHT57-1 Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.

Response to Comment PHT58 - Robert Falini

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
PHT58-1 (LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

The proposed project would operate along a 9.2-mile route from the Sylmar/San Fernando

e Metrolink Station on the north to the Van Nuys Metro Orange Line Station on the south.
Please see the responses to Master Comment MC-5 for a discussion of the relationship

PHT58-3 between the proposed project and the Sepulveda Transit Corridor Project. The Sepulveda
Transit Corridor study is still in the early planning stage and a final mode and alignment,
including a tunnel option, have not yet been determined.

PHT58-4 Please see the response to comment PHT58-3 above.

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
PHT58-5 (LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

Response to Comment PHT59 - Janice Marks

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
PHT59-1 Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.

Response to Comment PHTG60 - Evelyn Simonian

MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of Directors.
PHT60-1 Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the reasons for
selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.
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Response to Comment PHT61 - Yvette Lopez-Ledesma

Alternative 4 Modified: At-Grade LRT has been identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) by the Metro Board of Directors. For further information on how the LPA was identified,
please see the response to Master Comment MC-1.

PHT61-1

Response to Comment PHT62 - Annie Vatov

The petitions cited by the commenter opposing MSF Option A have been included in this

PHT62-1 FEIS/FEIR. MSF Option B has been identified as the preferred MSF site by the Metro Board of
Directors. Also, please see the response to Master Comment MC-2, which identifies the
reasons for selection of MSF Option B as the preferred MSF site.

@ Page A2.8-24
Metro



	Appendix A2  Responses to Public  Comments on the DEIS/DEIR
	A2.1 Introduction
	A2.2 Master Comments and Responses
	MC-1: Preference for or Opposition to Build Alternatives
	Summary of Comments
	Response

	MC-2: Opposition to MSF Option A
	Summary of Comments
	Response

	MC-3: Parking Impacts
	Summary of Comments
	Response

	MC-4: Safety Concerns
	Summary of Comments
	Response

	MC-5: Proposed Project’s Relationship to the Sepulveda Transit Corridor Project
	Summary of Comments
	Response

	MC-6: Right-of-way Acquisition and Business Displacement Impacts
	Summary of Comments
	Response

	MC-7: Traffic Impacts
	Summary of Comments
	Response

	MC-8: Air Quality Impacts
	Summary of Comments
	Response


	A2.3 Responses to Federal Agency Comments
	Responses to AF1 – Dunning Connell, US Environmental Protection Agency

	A2.4 Responses to State Agency Comments
	Responses to AS1 – Matthew Bond, California Public Utilities Commission

	A2.5 Responses to Local Agency and Elected Official Comments
	Response to AL1 - Edward Morrissey, Atwater Village Neighborhood Council
	Responses to AL2 - Monica Rodriguez, Los Angeles 7th District Councilwoman
	Response to AL3 – Anthony Moore, City of Los Angeles, Info Tech Agency Department
	Response to AL4 - Ali Poosti, City of Los Angeles, Wastewater Engineering Services Division
	Responses to AL5 – Sylvia Ballin, Mayor, City of San Fernando
	Responses to AL6 – Sylvia Ballin, Mayor, City of San Fernando
	Responses to AL7 – Nury Martinez, City of Los Angeles 6th District Councilwoman
	Response to AL8 – Francesca Vega, California State University of Northridge
	Responses to AL9 – Michael Y. Takeshita, LA County Fire Department
	Responses to AL10 – Will Meade, Los Angeles Unified School District
	Responses to AL11 – Jennifer Harriger, Metropolitan Water District
	Response to AL12 – Gregory L. Wilkinson, Panorama City Neighborhood Council
	Response to AL13 – Jess Talamantes, San Fernando Valley Council Governments
	Responses to AL14 – Avo Babian, Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council
	Responses to AL15 – Jeffrey Lynn, Van Nuys Neighborhood Council VNNC Board


	A2.6_RTC_PublicComments-clean.pdf
	A2.6 Responses to Individual Public Comments
	Response to Comment PC1 - Advantage Vending Solutions
	Response to Comment PC2 - Nancy Alderman
	Response to Comment PC3 - Adrienne Altman
	Response to Comment PC4 - Joseph P. Ancewicz
	Response to Comment PC5 - Bob Anderson
	Response to Comment PC6 - Arman Antekelyan
	Response to Comment PC7 - C. L. Antokal
	Response to Comment PC8 - John Arnstein
	Response to Comment PC9 - Michelle Aucoin
	Response to Comment PC10 - Azure Lotus Trust - 1
	Response to Comment PC11 - Azure Lotus Trust - 2
	Response to Comment PC12 - Azure Lotus Trust – 3
	Response to Comment PC13 - Azure Lotus Trust - 4
	Response to Comment PC14 - Brad Balduff
	Response to Comment PC15 - Marilyn Balduff
	Response to Comment PC16 - Raffi Bandarian
	Response to Comment PC17 - Raffi & Lorna Peer Bandarian
	Response to Comment PC18 - Alexander Barber
	Response to Comment PC19 - BarItalia Classics
	Response to Comment PC20 - Maria Barreto
	Response to Comment PC21 - Adam Becker - 1
	Response to Comment PC22 - Adam Becker - 2
	Response to Comment PC23 - Gerard Belliveau
	Response to Comment PC24 - Jody Belliveau
	Response to Comment PC25 - Diana Berrones
	Response to Comment PC26 - Bruce Blumenthal
	Response to Comment PC27 - Richard Bourne
	Response to Comment PC28 - Nathan Bousfield
	Response to Comment PC29 - Kaja Bowman
	Response to Comment PC30 - BravoCustoms
	Response to Comment PC31 - Steve Brecht - 1
	Response to Comment PC32 - Steve Brecht - 2
	Response to Comment PC33 - Kevin Brogan
	Response to Comment PC34 – Jan Brown
	Response to Comment PC35 - Mark Brown
	Response to Comment PC36 - Michelle Brunnick
	Response to Comment PC37 - Magnolo Bugarin
	Response to Comment PC38 - Chris Streuly, Bill’s Burgers
	Response to Comment PC39 - Jon Burk - 1
	Response to Comment PC40 - Jon Burk - 2
	Response to Comment PC41 - Marilee Burton
	Response to Comment PC42 - California Auto Crafters
	Response to Comment PC43 - Calvet Cosmetics
	Response to Comment PC44 - Rosemary Campbell
	Response to Comment PC45 - Chris Carrera, - 7
	Response to Comment PC46 - Terence Cason
	Response to Comment PC47 - John Casselberry, Jr.
	Response to Comment PC48 - Roberta Castillo
	Response to Comment PC49 - Anna Catalano
	Response to Comment PC50 - Gregory Charlton
	Response to Comment PC51 - Rob Chatlin
	Response to Comment PC52 - Sherri Chiasson
	Response to Comment PC53 - Karen S. Cini
	Response to Comment PC54 - Michael Cini
	Response to Comment PC55 - Darrell Clarke, Sierra Club
	Response to Comment PC56 - James Clark
	Response to Comment PC57 - Maria Cobian
	Response to Comment PC58 - Eilene G. Collins - Bright
	Response to Comment PC59 - Cara Colwell
	Response to Comment PC60 - Maria Contreras
	Response to Comment PC61 - Jane Creighton
	Response to Comment PC62 - Joanne D’Antonio
	Response to Comment PC63 - Debra K. Davis
	Response to Comment PC64 - Shimal Dhanjee
	Response to Comment PC65 - Lorraine Diaz
	Response to Comment PC66 - Zarek Dietz
	Response to Comment PC67 - Renee Disisto
	Response to Comment PC68 - Soraya Dosaj
	Response to Comment PC69 - Eleanor Dullas
	Response to Comment PC70 - DuraGlo Collision Center Inc.
	Response to Comment PC71 - David Eisenberg
	Response to Comment PC72 - Ahmed Elhawary
	Response to Comment PC73 - Elhawary, Ahmed and Abdel
	Response to Comment PC74 - Jerry Ellingson
	Response to Comment PC75 - Tracy Elliot
	Response to Comment PC76 - Christopher Ellis
	Response to Comment PC77 – Emilios Finishing Studio
	Response to Comment PC78 - Erin
	Response to Comment PC79 - Felipe Escobar
	Response to Comment PC80 - Natalie Estrada
	Response to Comment PC81 - John Fahe
	Response to Comment PC82 - Fred Farzan - 1
	Response to Comment PC83 - Fred Farzan - 2
	Response to Comment PC84 - Michelle Feiner
	Response to Comment PC85 - Jamie Fishman
	Response to Comment PC86 - Marc Fishman
	Response to Comment PC87 - Sara Fletcher
	Response to Comment PC88 - Judith Forman
	Response to Comment PC89 - Andrew Fox
	Response to Comment PC90 - Gary Fox
	Response to Comment PC91 - Ken Frederick
	Response to Comment PC92 - Alexander Friedman - 1
	Response to Comment PC93 - Alexander Friedman - 2
	Response to Comment PC94 - Nancy Friedman
	Response to Comment PC95 - Robert Friedman
	Response to Comment PC96 - Wendy Furth
	Response to Comment PC97 - Evelyn and Spike Steingasser Gabai
	Response to Comment PC98 - Michael Gans
	Response to Comment PC99 - Adan Garcia
	Response to Comment PC100 - Elizabeth Garcia
	Response to Comment PC101 - Evangelina Garcia
	Response to Comment PC102 - Jana Gaudette
	Response to Comment PC103 - Catherine Gish-Persi
	Response to Comment PC104 - Themis Glatman
	Response to Comment PC105 - Margaret Glynn
	Response to Comment PC106 - Greg Golden
	Response to Comment PC107 - David Goldstein - 1
	Response to Comment PC108 - David Goldstein - 2
	Response to Comment PC109 - Leila and Maani Goleosrkhi
	Response to Comment PC110 - Ellen Golla
	Response to Comment PC111 - Ivan Gomez
	Response to Comment PC112 - Ivan Gomez
	Response to Comment PC113 - William Graca - 1
	Response to Comment PC114 - William Graca
	Response to Comment PC115 - Cheryl Grant
	Response to Comment PC116 - Max Greene
	Response to Comment PC117 - William Griffith
	Response to Comment PC118 - Lynne Gullo
	Response to Comment PC119 - Angelica Guzman
	Response to Comment PC120 - Jack Haddox
	Response to Comment PC121 - Ira Hart
	Response to Comment PC122 - Omar Hegazy
	Response to Comment PC123 - Silvia Hernandez
	Response to Comment PC124 - Bradley Hertz
	Response to Comment PC125 - Heath Hewitt
	Response to Comment PC126 - Merritt Hicks
	Response to Comment PC127 - Andrew Hurvitz
	Response to Comment PC128 - David Iblings
	Response to Comment PC129 - Sasha Itzikman
	Response to Comment PC130 – JM Performance Automotive
	Response to Comment PC131 - Kevin Johnson
	Response to Comment PC132 - Mark Johnston
	Response to Comment PC133 - Judy Jordan
	Response to Comment PC134 - Alexander Kasendorf
	Response to Comment PC135 - Laurie Kelson
	Response to Comment PC136 - Carlyn Kessler
	Response to Comment PC137 - Carlyn Kessler
	Response to Comment PC138 - Jan Kidwell
	Response to Comment PC139 - Gina Konwiser
	Response to Comment PC140 - Gary Kosman
	Response to Comment PC141 - Kati Koster
	Response to Comment PC142 - Roger B. Krost
	Response to Comment PC143 - Karen Kutzin
	Response to Comment PC144 - Janes Lamb
	Response to Comment PC145 - Hadyn Lazarow
	Response to Comment PC146 - Melinda Liberatore
	Response to Comment PC147 - Tony and Melinda Liberatore
	Response to Comment PC148 - Vivi Lin
	Response to Comment PC149 - Tina Lol
	Response to Comment PC150 - Jonathan Lopez
	Response to Comment PC151 - Todd Lorber - 1
	Response to Comment PC152 - Todd Lorber - 2
	Response to Comment PC153 - Christopher Luna
	Response to Comment PC154 - Susan Lisa Lynch
	Response to Comment PC155 - Jessica Maillard
	Response to Comment PC156 - Jessica Maillard
	Response to Comment PC157 - Mariadp84
	Response to Comment PC158 - Jerry Martin
	Response to Comment PC159 - Patrick Marti
	Response to Comment PC160 - Eric Mazer
	Response to Comment PC161 - McCalla Company
	Response to Comment PC162 - Rebecca McDonald
	Response to Comment PC163 - Penelope McMillan
	Response to Comment PC164 - Kevin Morales
	Response to Comment PC165 - Dauoud Mourad
	Response to Comment PC166 - Terri Mouton
	Response to Comment PC167 - Kristine Muscara
	Response to Comment PC168 - Mustangs Etc.
	Response to Comment PC169 - Lorenzo Mutia - 1
	Response to Comment PC170 - Lorenzo Mutia - 2
	Response to Comment PC171 - Nancy
	Response to Comment PC172 - Paula Newsome - 1
	Response to Comment PC173 - Paula Newsome - 2
	Response to Comment PC174 - Jessica Niven - Kohring
	Response to Comment PC175 - Glenys Norwood
	Response to Comment PC176 - Lisa Nunez
	Response to Comment PC177 - Michael O’Brien
	Response to Comment PC178 - Anita O’Connell
	Response to Comment PC179 - Michael O’Connor
	Response to Comment PC180 - Mike and Gary Aggas O’Gara
	Response to Comment PC181 - Dennis Orellana
	Response to Comment PC182 - David Orr
	Response to Comment PC183 - Dominic Ortiz
	Response to Comment PC184 - Michael Ortiz
	Response to Comment PC185 - Francine Oschin
	Response to Comment PC186 - Hunter Owens
	Response to Comment PC187 – Pablo Sash and Door
	Response to Comment PC188 - Veronica Padilla
	Response to Comment PC189 - Rocco Palumbo
	Response to Comment PC190 - Tommy Paul
	Response to Comment PC191 - Salvador Pelaez
	Response to Comment PC192 - Ganon Karen Perea
	Response to Comment PC193 –Mont Perez
	Response to Comment PC194 - Bradley D. Pierce, Pierce Law Firm
	Response to Comment PC195 - Colin Piethe
	Response to Comment PC196 - Anna Plumley
	Response to Comment PC197 - Tim Plumley
	Response to Comment PC198 - Eric Polin
	Response to Comment PC199 - Quality Auto Clinic
	Response to Comment PC200 - Quality Dry Wall Inc.
	Response to Comment PC201 – Radioactive Autobody
	Response to Comment PC202 - Jesus Ramos
	Response to Comment PC203 - Tracey Ramos
	Response to Comment PC204 – Regent Inc.
	Response to Comment PC205 - Bill Reider
	Response to Comment PC206 - Noli Reyes
	Response to Comment PC207 - Robert Rieth
	Response to Comment PC208 - Monica Roldan
	Response to Comment PC209 - Phyllis Rosenberg
	Response to Comment PC210 - Diane Rowland
	Response to Comment PC211 - David J. Ruckman
	Response to Comment PC212 - Rupert
	Response to Comment PC213 - Zachary Rynew
	Response to Comment PC214 - Diana Saikali
	Response to Comment PC215 - Robert Saikali
	Response to Comment PC216 - Kristin Sales
	Response to Comment PC217 - David Sals, Jr.
	Response to Comment PC218 - Ed Saltzberg
	Response to Comment PC219 - Sarah
	Response to Comment PC220 - Tracy Saritzky
	Response to Comment PC221 - Stephen G. Schwartz
	Response to Comment PC222 - Ann Sciuto
	Response to Comment PC223 - Robert Scott
	Response to Comment PC224 - Kathryn Serviss
	Response to Comment PC225 - John Shamoun
	Response to Comment PC226 - Nadine Shelton
	Response to Comment PC227 - Kendra Silverstein
	Response to Comment PC228 - Audrey Simons
	Response to Comment PC229 - Amelia Soohoo
	Response to Comment PC230 - Bethany Stafford-Paul
	Response to Comment PC231 - N Stein
	Response to Comment PC232 - Brad Stephenson
	Response to Comment PC233 - Michael Stevenson
	Response to Comment PC234 - James Stewart
	Response to Comment PC235 - Michael Stone
	Response to Comment PC236 - Emily Streetz
	Response to Comment PC237 - Carrie Sutkin (with attachments)
	Response to Comment PC238 - Diane Sydell
	Response to Comment PC239 - Jeff Symonds
	Response to Comment PC240 - Katharine Tepper
	Response to Comment PC241 - The Blues Bunker
	Response to Comment PC242 - Lance and Rebecca Thomas
	Response to Comment PC243 - Rebecca Thomas
	Response to Comment PC244 - Roger Thomas
	Response to Comment PC245 - Jerry Tillett
	Response to Comment PC246 – TL Auto Clinic
	Response to Comment PC247 - Michael Tocydlowski
	Response to Comment PC248 - Top Shot Auto Sales
	Response to Comment PC249 - Top Shop Towing
	Response to Comment PC250 - Brian Trifon
	Response to Comment PC251 – United Wheel Repair
	Response to Comment PC252 - Alfred Urrutia
	Response to Comment PC253 - Gina Uzunyan
	Response to Comment PC254 - Dale Vaccarello
	Response to Comment PC255 - Eamon Vahidi
	Response to Comment PC256 - Nancy Valentine
	Response to Comment PC257 - Valley Builders Supply Corp
	Response to Comment PC258 - Valley Collision Center
	Response to Comment PC259 - Denise Vandermeer
	Response to Comment PC260 - Linda Variel
	Response to Comment PC261 - Annie Vatov
	Response to Comment PC262 - Vault
	Response to Comment PC263 - Luis Vazquez
	Response to Comment PC264 - VICA
	Response to Comment PC265 - Judy Ann Von Aris
	Response to Comment PC266 - Giovanni Walker
	Response to Comment PC267 - Jason Walley
	Response to Comment PC268 - Tony Waree
	Response to Comment PC269 - Warped Art Production
	Response to Comment PC270 - Patricia Birgitta Webb - 1
	Response to Comment PC271 - Patricia Birgitta Webb - 2
	Response to Comment PC272 - Scott Webb
	Response to Comment PC273 - Kevin Wegienek
	Response to Comment PC274 - Nis Wegienek
	Response to Comment PC275 - Stephen Weinstein
	Response to Comment PC276 - Stephen Weinstein
	Response to Comment PC277 - Gregory Wilkinson, Panorama City NC
	Response to Comment PC278 - Tony Wilkinson
	Response to Comment PC279 - Tony Wilkinson
	Response to Comment PC280 - Bernard Wisniewski
	Response to Comment PC281 - Jerard Wright
	Response to Comment PC282 - Jennifer Wydra
	Response to Comment PC283 - Anthony Zepeda


	A2.7 Response to Public Hearing Cards with Spanish-clean.pdf
	A2.7 Responses to Public Hearing Comment Cards
	Response to Comment PHC1 - Rosalia Acevedo
	Response to Comment PHC2 - Jason Ackerman
	Response to Comment PHC3 - Claudia Acosta
	Response to Comment PHC4 - Vanessa Acosta
	Response to Comment PHC5 - Monica Acres
	Response to Comment PHC6 - Michael Adams
	Response to Comment PHC7 - Zvart Agh
	Response to Comment PHC8 - Abdon Aguilar
	Response to Comment PHC9 - Flor Aguilar
	Response to Comment PHC10 - Gerber M. Aguilar
	Response to Comment PHC11 - Aracely Aguilera
	Response to Comment PHC12 - Anthony Aguirre
	Response to Comment PHC13 - Zabel Aladzhyan
	Response to Comment PHC14 - Gloria Alanso
	Response to Comment PHC15 - Rosa Alcala
	Response to Comment PHC16 - Jose Luis Alcantara
	Response to Comment PHC17 - Sara Aldana
	Response to Comment PHC18 - Diana Alejandre
	Response to Comment PHC19 - Oralio Alejandre
	Response to Comment PHC20 - Georginia Alejandro
	Response to Comment PHC21 - Eloisa Aleman
	Response to Comment PHC22 - Maria Aleman
	Response to Comment PHC23 - Sofia Aleman
	Response to Comment PHC24 - Monica Alexandro
	Response to Comment PHC25 - Silvia Alfaro
	Response to Comment PHC26 - Yesenia Alferez
	Response to Comment PHC27 - Shaunda Allen
	Response to Comment PHC28 - Marisela Alonso
	Response to Comment PHC29 - Sofia Alsmazan
	Response to Comment PHC30 - Angela Alvarado
	Response to Comment PHC31 - Michelle Alvarado
	Response to Comment PHC32 - Elizabeth Alvardo
	Response to Comment PHC33 - Francisco Alvarez
	Response to Comment PHC34 - Jesus Alvarez
	Response to Comment PHC35 - Am
	Response to Comment PHC36 - Marabel Amecaur
	Response to Comment PHC37 - Doris L. Anderson
	Response to Comment PHC38 - Blanca Andrado
	Response to Comment PHC39 - Jessica Anguiano
	Response to Comment PHC40 - Anna
	Response to Comment PHC41 - Anita Anninyth
	Response to Comment PHC42 - Anonymous1
	Response to Comment PHC43 - Anonymous2
	Response to Comment PHC44 - Carlos Anzora
	Response to Comment PHC45 - Delgado Araceli
	Response to Comment PHC46 - Arahid
	Response to Comment PHC47 - Jeyendo Arana
	Response to Comment PHC48 - Garry Arbitter
	Response to Comment PHC49 - Ayamel Arce
	Response to Comment PHC50 - Steven Arevalo
	Response to Comment PHC51 - Armine
	Response to Comment PHC52 - Ernesto Arreguin
	Response to Comment PHC53 - Artur
	Response to Comment PHC54 - Jessie Ausan
	Response to Comment PHC55 - Ada Avalos
	Response to Comment PHC56 - Maribel Azula
	Response to Comment PHC57 - Lana Baker
	Response to Comment PHC58 - Ana Balanos
	Response to Comment PHC59 - Oswaldo Ballesteros
	Response to Comment PHC60 - Annabelle Baltierra
	Response to Comment PHC61 - Matilde Barbara
	Response to Comment PHC62 - BarJane
	Response to Comment PHC63 - Joseph Barmettier
	Response to Comment PHC64 - Skyla Barnes
	Response to Comment PHC65 - Denia M. Barreto
	Response to Comment PHC66 - Maria P. Barreto
	Response to Comment PHC67 - Michelle Bartlett
	Response to Comment PHC68 - Scott Barton
	Response to Comment PHC69 - Louie Basalo
	Response to Comment PHC70 - Anne Bautista
	Response to Comment PHC71 - Enrique Beltran
	Response to Comment PHC72 - Jessica Benitez
	Response to Comment PHC73 - Julita Bernstein
	Response to Comment PHC74 - Rosa Berrelleza
	Response to Comment PHC75 - Tashawn Blount
	Response to Comment PHC76 - Martin Bolanos
	Response to Comment PHC77 - Diane Brody
	Response to Comment PHC78 - Geraldine Brown
	Response to Comment PHC79 - Tri Budi
	Response to Comment PHC80 - Bugra
	Response to Comment PHC81 - Raul Caballereo
	Response to Comment PHC82 - Fabiola Caballero
	Response to Comment PHC83 - Catherine Cabrillo-Merino
	Response to Comment PHC84 - Rosio Cadena
	Response to Comment PHC85 - Raul Calis
	Response to Comment PHC86 - Laura Camarillo
	Response to Comment PHC87 - Reyna Camberos
	Response to Comment PHC88 - Valeria Cano
	Response to Comment PHC89 - Juan Cardenas
	Response to Comment PHC90 - Marta Cardona
	Response to Comment PHC91 - Victor Cardona
	Response to Comment PHC92 - Margarita Carvajal
	Response to Comment PHC93 - Emma Casas
	Response to Comment PHC94 - Marcos Castaneda - 1
	Response to Comment PHC95 - Marcos Castaneda - 2
	Response to Comment PHC96 - Marcos Castaneda - 3
	Response to Comment PHC97 - Sonia Castellon
	Response to Comment PHC98 - Maria Castillo
	Response to Comment PHC99 - Veronica Castrellon
	Response to Comment PHC100 - Aurora Viorato Castro
	Response to Comment PHC101 - Evelyn Castro
	Response to Comment PHC102 - Magdalena Catalan
	Response to Comment PHC103 - Jenny Ceja
	Response to Comment PHC104 - Susana Cermona
	Response to Comment PHC105 - Gladys Cerna
	Response to Comment PHC106 - Catherine Cervantes
	Response to Comment PHC107 - Robert Cervantes
	Response to Comment PHC108 - Rolande Chavarria
	Response to Comment PHC109 - Eduardo Chavez
	Response to Comment PHC110 - Eric Chavez
	Response to Comment PHC111 - Steven Chavez Maya
	Response to Comment PHC112 - Nita Chopra
	Response to Comment PHC113 - Lisa Chow
	Response to Comment PHC114 - Richard Chow
	Response to Comment PHC115 - Chris (employee)
	Response to Comment PHC116 - Philip Clarke
	Response to Comment PHC117 - Maria Cobian
	Response to Comment PHC118 - Elias Coe
	Response to Comment PHC119 - Japhet Coe
	Response to Comment PHC120 - Sam Coe
	Response to Comment PHC121 - Rosie Cohen
	Response to Comment PHC122 - Harry Colton
	Response to Comment PHC123 - Trina J. Conley
	Response to Comment PHC124 - Elizabeth Contreras
	Response to Comment PHC125 - Maria Contreras
	Response to Comment PHC126 - Norma Corona
	Response to Comment PHC127 - Irania Cortez
	Response to Comment PHC128 - Michelle Cortez
	Response to Comment PHC129 - Family Cruz
	Response to Comment PHC130 - Mario Cruz
	Response to Comment PHC131 - Dyan Dallis
	Response to Comment PHC132 - Mourad Daoud
	Response to Comment PHC133 - Lee Davis
	Response to Comment PHC134 - Ana De Jesus
	Response to Comment PHC135 - Walter De Leon
	Response to Comment PHC136 - Andrea Delgado
	Response to Comment PHC137 - Natalie Delgado
	Response to Comment PHC138 - Yolanda Delgado
	Response to Comment PHC139 - Veronica DelRazo
	Response to Comment PHC140 - Sean DePoppe
	Response to Comment PHC141 - Shimal Dhanjec
	Response to Comment PHC142 - Chais Diaz
	Response to Comment PHC143 - Liza Diaz
	Response to Comment PHC144 - Rosa Diaz
	Response to Comment PHC145 - S Diaz
	Response to Comment PHC146 - Odrea Dixon
	Response to Comment PHC147 - Pedro Dominguez
	Response to Comment PHC148 - Gregory Duin
	Response to Comment PHC149 - C Dursun
	Response to Comment PHC150 - Jacob Ebriani
	Response to Comment PHC151 - Frances Echeverria
	Response to Comment PHC152 - Luz Echeverro
	Response to Comment PHC153 - Emma Ecute
	Response to Comment PHC154 - Eliza
	Response to Comment PHC155 - Elliott
	Response to Comment PHC156 - Elsa
	Response to Comment PHC157 - Eddy Escamma
	Response to Comment PHC158 - Obdelia Escobar
	Response to Comment PHC159 - Ruben Escobar
	Response to Comment PHC160 - Fidelina Escobedo
	Response to Comment PHC161 - Romeo Escot
	Response to Comment PHC162 - Dash Escrofami
	Response to Comment PHC163 - Jacqueline D. Espinoza
	Response to Comment PHC164 - Margarita Estrada
	Response to Comment PHC165 - Sergio Estrada
	Response to Comment PHC166 - Liset Farrera
	Response to Comment PHC167 - Emma Fazeli
	Response to Comment PHC168 - Adriana Feliciano
	Response to Comment PHC169 - Belle Fernandez
	Response to Comment PHC170 - Hilda Fernandez
	Response to Comment PHC171 - Mario Fernandez
	Response to Comment PHC172 - Leslie Florentino
	Response to Comment PHC173 - Elizabeth Flores
	Response to Comment PHC174 - Maria Flores
	Response to Comment PHC175 - Mario Flores
	Response to Comment PHC176 - Mayra Flores
	Response to Comment PHC177 - Kisha Fowler
	Response to Comment PHC178 - Ricardo Fuentes
	Response to Comment PHC179 - Raymond N. Fuento
	Response to Comment PHC180 - Ana Gab
	Response to Comment PHC181 - Monica Gaitan
	Response to Comment PHC182 - Jose Gama
	Response to Comment PHC183 - Alexandro Garcia
	Response to Comment PHC184 - Cecilia Garcia
	Response to Comment PHC185 - Iris Garcia
	Response to Comment PHC186 - Juana Garcia
	Response to Comment PHC187 - Lupa Garcia
	Response to Comment PHC188 - Rocio Garcia
	Response to Comment PHC189 - Gilberto Garrido
	Response to Comment PHC190 - Alisha Garrison
	Response to Comment PHC191 - Sedik Gharibi
	Response to Comment PHC192 - Melba Gilkey
	Response to Comment PHC193 - Sajayra Gil
	Response to Comment PHC194 - Abraham Gomez
	Response to Comment PHC195 - Claduia Gomez
	Response to Comment PHC196 - David Gomez
	Response to Comment PHC197 - Garardo Gomez
	Response to Comment PHC198 - Jennifer Gomez
	Response to Comment PHC199 - Lorena Gomez
	Response to Comment PHC200 - Maria Gonzaga
	Response to Comment PHC201 - Matilda Gonzalez
	Response to Comment PHC202 - Michelle Gonzalez
	Response to Comment PHC203 - Miguel Gonzalez Saldana
	Response to Comment PHC204 - Sandra Gonzalez
	Response to Comment PHC205 - Sheila Gorrida
	Response to Comment PHC206 - Mandy Gough
	Response to Comment PHC207 - Ted Green
	Response to Comment PHC208 - Nohemy Guadalupe
	Response to Comment PHC209 - Maria Guerra
	Response to Comment PHC210 - Yamilet Guerra
	Response to Comment PHC211 - Jennifer Guerrero
	Response to Comment PHC212 - Maricele Gutierrez
	Response to Comment PHC213 - Hasmik Gyunaslyan
	Response to Comment PHC214 - Annie Haddad
	Response to Comment PHC215 - Dante Hall
	Response to Comment PHC216 - Jesus Hanes
	Response to Comment PHC217 - Vivian Hanes
	Response to Comment PHC218 - Jessica Hazas
	Response to Comment PHC219 - Gabby Henriquez
	Response to Comment PHC220 - Saine Henriquez
	Response to Comment PHC221 - Alondra Hernandez
	Response to Comment PHC222 - Cindy Hernandez
	Response to Comment PHC223 - Martha Hernandez Cornejo
	Response to Comment PHC224 - Deysi Hernandez
	Response to Comment PHC225 - George Hernandez
	Response to Comment PHC226 - Maria Hernandez
	Response to Comment PHC227 - Miguel Hernandez
	Response to Comment PHC228 - Monica Hernandez
	Response to Comment PHC229 - Olga Hernandez
	Response to Comment PHC230 - Silvia Hernandez
	Response to Comment PHC231 - Silvia Hernandez
	Response to Comment PHC232 - Simri Hernandez
	Response to Comment PHC233 - Shelem Herrera
	Response to Comment PHC234 - Ken Hicro
	Response to Comment PHC235 - Sandra Hipshman
	Response to Comment PHC236 - Giti Houri-Nabayi
	Response to Comment PHC237 - Housed Mazaryan
	Response to Comment PHC238 - Maria Elena Huarte
	Response to Comment PHC239 - David Hunt
	Response to Comment PHC240 - Wendy Hunt
	Response to Comment PHC241 - Yolanda Ibanez
	Response to Comment PHC242 - S Ibarra
	Response to Comment PHC243 - Abigail Ignacio
	Response to Comment PHC244 - Mari Isayan
	Response to Comment PHC245 - Jamine
	Response to Comment PHC246 - Lorenzo Jaramillo
	Response to Comment PHC247 - Odilia Jara
	Response to Comment PHC248 - Clarissa Jimenez
	Response to Comment PHC249 - Erriqueta Jimenez
	Response to Comment PHC250 - Alexia Jiminez
	Response to Comment PHC251 - Carlos Jiminez
	Response to Comment PHC252 - Gemma Jimenez
	Response to Comment PHC253 - Oscar Jimenez
	Response to Comment PHC254 - Kristina Johnson
	Response to Comment PHC255 - Christine Josepah
	Response to Comment PHC256 - Claudia Joya
	Response to Comment PHC257 - Silvia Juarez
	Response to Comment PHC258 - Veronica Julio
	Response to Comment PHC259 - Eva Ketolium
	Response to Comment PHC60 - Martha Kilbourn
	Response to Comment PHC261 - S. Michelle Klein-Hass
	Response to Comment PHC262 - Ferah Kocabas
	Response to Comment PHC263 - Meri Koshishlan
	Response to Comment PHC264 – Bernice Laero
	Response to Comment PHC265 - Vama La Hoz
	Response to Comment PHC266 - Rozik Lasakhaniar
	Response to Comment PHC267 - Loyce Lascon
	Response to Comment PHC268 - Natalie Lawrence
	Response to Comment PHC269 - Rebecca-Ramirez Lechuga
	Response to Comment PHC270 - Oscar Leclere
	Response to Comment PHC271 - Maura Leon
	Response to Comment PHC272 - Lisa
	Response to Comment PHC273 - Martika Livera
	Response to Comment PHC274 - Alicia Lopez
	Response to Comment PHC275 - Alicia Lopez
	Response to Comment PHC276 - Ansyonov Lopez
	Response to Comment PHC277 - Aurelia Lopez
	Response to Comment PHC278 - Crystal Lopez
	Response to Comment PHC279 - Maria Eva Lopez De Torres
	Response to Comment PHC280 - Maria1 Lopez
	Response to Comment PHC281 - Maria2 Lopez
	Response to Comment PHC282 - Ramon Lopez
	Response to Comment PHC283 - Sal Lopez
	Response to Comment PHC284 - Simon Lopez
	Response to Comment PHC285 - Shari Love
	Response to Comment PHC286 - Joseta Luna
	Response to Comment PHC287 - Natalie Magarian
	Response to Comment PHC288 - Maira
	Response to Comment PHC289 - Vanessa Maldonado
	Response to Comment PHC290 - Maria
	Response to Comment PHC291 - Maria
	Response to Comment PHC292 - Marina
	Response to Comment PHC293 - Andrea Martinez
	Response to Comment PHC294 - Andrea Martinez
	Response to Comment PHC295 - Angelina Martinez
	Response to Comment PHC296 - Cynthia Martinez
	Response to Comment PHC297 - Daniel Martinez
	Response to Comment PHC298 - Elena Martinez
	Response to Comment PHC299 - Erlin Martinez
	Response to Comment PHC300 - Eva Martinez
	Response to Comment PHC301 - Liz Martinez
	Response to Comment PHC302 - Liz Martinez
	Response to Comment PHC303 - Maria Martinez
	Response to Comment PHC304 - Maria Martinez
	Response to Comment PHC305 - Maria Alma Martinez
	Response to Comment PHC306 - Melba Martinez
	Response to Comment PHC307 - Nely Martinez
	Response to Comment PHC308 - Pedro Martinez
	Response to Comment PHC309 - Rosa Elena Martinez
	Response to Comment PHC310 - Tina Martinez
	Response to Comment PHC311 - Jerry Martin
	Response to Comment PHC312 - James Matzen
	Response to Comment PHC313 - Larry Matz
	Response to Comment PHC314 - Tina Matz
	Response to Comment PHC315 - Mayle
	Response to Comment PHC316 - Jorge Maynard
	Response to Comment PHC317 - Justin Mazanego
	Response to Comment PHC318 - Justin McGee
	Response to Comment PHC319 - Angel Medina
	Response to Comment PHC320 - Jonatan Medina
	Response to Comment PHC321 - Julie Mejia
	Response to Comment PHC322 - Loida Mercado
	Response to Comment PHC323 - Alex Meza
	Response to Comment PHC324 - Laura Meza
	Response to Comment PHC325 - Miguel
	Response to Comment PHC326 - Karl Miller
	Response to Comment PHC327 - Gloria Miranda
	Response to Comment PHC328 - Ivette Miranda
	Response to Comment PHC329 - Cynthia Molina
	Response to Comment PHC330 - Ignacio Molina
	Response to Comment PHC331 - Luz Molina
	Response to Comment PHC332 - Monge
	Response to Comment PHC333 - Monica
	Response to Comment PHC334 - Esther Montoya
	Response to Comment PHC335 - Lina Morales
	Response to Comment PHC336 - Christian Moreno
	Response to Comment PHC337 - Raymond Moreno
	Response to Comment PHC338 - Kayla Morgan
	Response to Comment PHC339 - Morta
	Response to Comment PHC340 - Donna Munoz
	Response to Comment PHC341 - Alicia Nagy
	Response to Comment PHC342 - Norbert Nagy
	Response to Comment PHC343 - Megan Naji
	Response to Comment PHC344 - Alicia Nava
	Response to Comment PHC345 - Connie Nava
	Response to Comment PHC346 - Michael Naval
	Response to Comment PHC347 - Mishel Navarrete
	Response to Comment PHC348 - Susana Nayera
	Response to Comment PHC349 - Hrachik Nazarian
	Response to Comment PHC350 - Ramon Nolasco
	Response to Comment PHC351 - No Name1
	Response to Comment PHC352 - No Name2
	Response to Comment PHC353 - No Name3
	Response to Comment PHC354 - No Name4
	Response to Comment PHC355 - Victor Novoa
	Response to Comment PHC356 - Veronica Nunez
	Response to Comment PHC357 - Barbara Obemna
	Response to Comment PHC358 - Riley O'Brien
	Response to Comment PHC359 - Lilian Olera
	Response to Comment PHC360 - Mario Olivas
	Response to Comment PHC361 - Martha Orantes
	Response to Comment PHC362 - Rosario O
	Response to Comment PHC363 - Cecelia Ortega
	Response to Comment PHC364 - Dinora Ortiz
	Response to Comment PHC365 - Jessica Ortiz
	Response to Comment PHC366 - Maria Ortiz
	Response to Comment PHC367 - Mireya Pacheco
	Response to Comment PHC368 - Rosa Pacheco
	Response to Comment PHC369 - Maria Padilla
	Response to Comment PHC370 - Naura Pajonin
	Response to Comment PHC371 - Aldrin Paolo Palad
	Response to Comment PHC372 - Gail Panatier
	Response to Comment PHC373 - Elizabeth Pano
	Response to Comment PHC374 - Blanca Paredes
	Response to Comment PHC375 - Estela Patlan
	Response to Comment PHC376 - Donna Pearma
	Response to Comment PHC377 - Donna Pearman
	Response to Comment PHC378 - Salvador Pelaez
	Response to Comment PHC379 - Maria Pena
	Response to Comment PHC380 - Mayra Pena
	Response to Comment PHC381 - Ross Pendegraft
	Response to Comment PHC382 - Penka
	Response to Comment PHC383 - Loree Perean
	Response to Comment PHC384 - Catalino Perez
	Response to Comment PHC385 - Dipna Perez
	Response to Comment PHC386 - Javier Perez
	Response to Comment PHC387 - Monica Perez
	Response to Comment PHC388 - Rosa Perez
	Response to Comment PHC389 - Shevonne Perez
	Response to Comment PHC390 - Martha Perulta
	Response to Comment PHC391 - May Phosri
	Response to Comment PHC392 - Ana Pineda-Gonzalez
	Response to Comment PHC393 - Vocker Plea
	Response to Comment PHC394 - Elizabeth Pool
	Response to Comment PHC395 - Freddie Portillo
	Response to Comment PHC396 - Araceli Prado
	Response to Comment PHC397 - Noelia Prado
	Response to Comment PHC398 - Roberto Prado
	Response to Comment PHC399 - Rosemary Preciado
	Response to Comment PHC400 - Johanna Quiahua
	Response to Comment PHC401 - Jonathan Quiahua
	Response to Comment PHC402 - Jeronimo Quiamo
	Response to Comment PHC403 - Dorris Quintero
	Response to Comment PHC404 - Adia R
	Response to Comment PHC405 - Benito Ramblas
	Response to Comment PHC406 - Eduardo Ramirez
	Response to Comment PHC407 - Gabriella Ramirez
	Response to Comment PHC408 - Mirna Ramirez
	Response to Comment PHC409 - Angela Randolph
	Response to Comment PHC410 - Cristobal Rendon
	Response to Comment PHC411 - Maria Renteria
	Response to Comment PHC412 - Carla Reyes
	Response to Comment PHC413 - Diana Reyes
	Response to Comment PHC414 - Luis Reyes
	Response to Comment PHC415 - Nery Reyes
	Response to Comment PHC416 - Maria G. Reynaga
	Response to Comment PHC417 - Gladys Rius
	Response to Comment PHC418 - Alma Rivera
	Response to Comment PHC419 - Blanca Rivera
	Response to Comment PHC420 - Matilde Rivera G.
	Response to Comment PHC421 - Jonathan J. Riveros
	Response to Comment PHC422 - Bertha Robles
	Response to Comment PHC423 - Caroline Robles
	Response to Comment PHC424 - Nora Robles
	Response to Comment PHC425 - Soila Robles
	Response to Comment PHC426 - Sandra Rocha
	Response to Comment PHC427 - Irma Rodarte
	Response to Comment PHC428 - Rodrigo
	Response to Comment PHC429 - Angel Rodriguez
	Response to Comment PHC430 - Aurora Rodriguez
	Response to Comment PHC431 - Brenda Rodriguez
	Response to Comment PHC432 - Maria Rodriguez
	Response to Comment PHC433 - Maria Roman
	Response to Comment PHC434 - Roberta Romero
	Response to Comment PHC435 - Clarissa Romos
	Response to Comment PHC436 - Maria Rosales
	Response to Comment PHC437 - Martin Rosales
	Response to Comment PHC438 - Cynthia Rosas
	Response to Comment PHC439 - Rosy
	Response to Comment PHC440 - Robert A. Rouge
	Response to Comment PHC441 - Rosa R
	Response to Comment PHC442 - Petro Rubalecio
	Response to Comment PHC443 - Olivia Rubio
	Response to Comment PHC444 - Isabel Ruiz
	Response to Comment PHC445 - Oscar Ruiz
	Response to Comment PHC446 - Maria Saavedra
	Response to Comment PHC447 - Sasenik Safranya
	Response to Comment PHC448 - Reyna Salas
	Response to Comment PHC449 - Rosa E Salas
	Response to Comment PHC450 - Daniela Salgado
	Response to Comment PHC451 - Alondra Salinas
	Response to Comment PHC452 - Glenda Salinas
	Response to Comment PHC453 - Pam Salinas
	Response to Comment PHC454 - Teia Salisgun
	Response to Comment PHC455 - Lydia Salvadge
	Response to Comment PHC456 - Sandra Sanboraz
	Response to Comment PHC457 - Anayanzi Sanchez
	Response to Comment PHC458 - CarranzaFco Sanchez
	Response to Comment PHC459 - Gabriel Samson
	Response to Comment PHC460 - Jose Sanchez
	Response to Comment PHC461 - Liliana Sanchez
	Response to Comment PHC462 - Maria Sanchez
	Response to Comment PHC463 - Morena Sanchez
	Response to Comment PHC464 - Angelo Santizo
	Response to Comment PHC465 - Erik Santoscoy
	Response to Comment PHC466 - Wendy Santos
	Response to Comment PHC467 - Coleman Saucier
	Response to Comment PHC468 - Crystal Savino
	Response to Comment PHC469 - Susanna Scafaryan
	Response to Comment PHC470 – Lauren Siegel
	Response to Comment PHC471 - Eric Seiderylarz
	Response to Comment PHC472 - Robert Serra
	Response to Comment PHC473 - Adriana Serrento
	Response to Comment PHC474 - Leslie Sevilla
	Response to Comment PHC475 - Joe Seward
	Response to Comment PHC476 - Sergio Sewiller
	Response to Comment PHC477 – Sharice Shahuerman
	Response to Comment PHC478 – Himbya J. Sherry
	Response to Comment PHC479 – Gen Sherry
	Response to Comment PHC480 – Simon Simonian
	Response to Comment PHC481 – Rohani Sinambela
	Response to Comment PHC482 – Jolly Slaby
	Response to Comment PHC483 – Kathy Sloan
	Response to Comment PHC484 – Rhonda Smith
	Response to Comment PHC485 – Desiree Sotelo
	Response to Comment PHC486 – Armando Soto
	Response to Comment PHC487 – Candelana Soto
	Response to Comment PHC488 – Tony Soto
	Response to Comment PHC489 – Aygul Stevens
	Response to Comment PHC490 – Lorraine Stewart
	Response to Comment PHC491 – Patricia Strawbrid
	Response to Comment PHC492 - Patricia Kay Stawbridge
	Response to Comment PHC493 - Jose Tapia
	Response to Comment PHC494 - Taina Tapia
	Response to Comment PHC495 - Tom Taverne
	Response to Comment PHC496 - Sarah Taylor
	Response to Comment PHC497 - Diane Tellez
	Response to Comment PHC498 - Luis Tellez
	Response to Comment PHC499 - Kim Temme
	Response to Comment PHC500 - Hugo Tepe
	Response to Comment PHC501 - Anne Thomas
	Response to Comment PHC502 - Tina
	Response to Comment PHC503 - Arcelia Tinoco
	Response to Comment PHC504 - Arlene Titna
	Response to Comment PHC505 - Fabiola Toascana
	Response to Comment PHC506 - Carmit Tordjman
	Response to Comment PHC507 - Maria Torres
	Response to Comment PHC508 - Sandra Torres
	Response to Comment PHC509 - Sergio A. Torres
	Response to Comment PHC510 - Wendy Torres
	Response to Comment PHC511 - Guillermo A Tortola
	Response to Comment PHC512 - Alexandra Tovar
	Response to Comment PHC513 - Peria Truvillo
	Response to Comment PHC514 - Narine Tugharyan
	Response to Comment PHC515 - Libna Vanadarez
	Response to Comment PHC516 - Catalina Vasquez
	Response to Comment PHC517 - Eufrocina Vasquez
	Response to Comment PHC518 - Gissel Vasquez
	Response to Comment PHC519 - Michelle Vasquez
	Response to Comment PHC520 - Veronica Vasquez
	Response to Comment PHC521 - Elena Velasquez
	Response to Comment PHC522 - Joseph Villero
	Response to Comment PHC523 - Claudia Vlloa
	Response to Comment PHC524 - Jack Waizenegger
	Response to Comment PHC525 - Wayne
	Response to Comment PHC526 - Rosanne Welch
	Response to Comment PHC527 - Mike Williams
	Response to Comment PHC528 - Susan Wise
	Response to Comment PHC529 - Seth Wulkan
	Response to Comment PHC530 - Sonia X
	Response to Comment PHC531 - Kenn Yama
	Response to Comment PHC532 - Victoria Yonker
	Response to Comment PHC533 - Romel Yousinfri
	Response to Comment PHC534 - Rufino Yucamed
	Response to Comment PHC535 - Maria Zamudio
	Response to Comment PHC536 - Simon Zanodwker
	Response to Comment PHC537 - Gabina Zavaretta
	Response to Comment PHC538 - Simon Zavodiuker
	Response to Comment PHC539 - Monica Zeller
	Response to Comment PHC540 - Hilario Zepeda
	Response to Comment PHC541 - Georgina Zgarano
	Response to Comment PHC542 - Zoya
	Response to Comment PHC543 - Fatima Zumija


	A2.8 Response to Public Hearing Transcript Comments-clean.pdf
	A2.8 Responses to Public Hearing Transcript Comments
	Response to Comment PHT1 - David Govea
	Response to Comment PHT2 - Ivan Gomez
	Response to Comment PHT3 - Coby King
	Response to Comment PHT4 - Suman Pravhakar
	Response to Comment PHT5 - Khan, Xavier
	Response to Comment PHT6 - Maggi Espada-Hernandez
	Response to Comment PHT7 - Robert Rieth
	Response to Comment PHT8 - Ani Issaian
	Response to Comment PHT9 - Natalie Magarian
	Response to Comment PHT10 - Coby King
	Response to Comment PHT11 - Dianne Hand
	Response to Comment PHT12 - Severiana Pablo
	Response to Comment PHT13 - Tony Wilkinson
	Response to Comment PHT14 - Joanne D'Antonio
	Response to Comment PHT15 - Steve Breched
	Response to Comment PHT16 - Bob Anderson
	Response to Comment PHT17 - Fran Scaglione
	Response to Comment PHT18 - Jan Kidwell
	Response to Comment PHT19 - Glenn Bailey
	Response to Comment PHT20 - Nate
	Response to Comment PHT21 - Scott Walton
	Response to Comment PHT22 - Donna Pearman
	Response to Comment PHT23 - Francine Oschin
	Response to Comment PHT24 - Fara Narznadavi
	Response to Comment PHT25 - Jesus Ramos
	Response to Comment PHT26 - Michael Roberts
	Response to Comment PHT27 - Gary Rodrigues
	Response to Comment PHT28 - Doris Novavolper
	Response to Comment PHT29 - Bob Falini
	Response to Comment PHT30 - Mel Wilson
	Response to Comment PHT31 - Kristian Storli
	Response to Comment PHT32 - Gary Rodrigues
	Response to Comment PHT33 - Kevin Davis
	Response to Comment PHT34 - Bart Reed
	Response to Comment PHT35 - Ani Issaian
	Response to Comment PHT36 - Rolando Chavarria
	Response to Comment PHT37 - Raul Bocanegra
	Response to Comment PHT38 - Fidel Vasquez
	Response to Comment PHT39 - Mayra Soto
	Response to Comment PHT40 - Kristian Storli
	Response to Comment PHT41 - Ivan Gomez
	Response to Comment PHT42 - Michelle Klein-Hass
	Response to Comment PHT43 - Alf Temme
	Response to Comment PHT44 - Jason Ackerman
	Response to Comment PHT45 - Robert Serra
	Response to Comment PHT46 - Issaian Haick
	Response to Comment PHT47 - Lisa Dryer
	Response to Comment PHT48 - Marilyn Balduff
	Response to Comment PHT49 - Darrell Clark
	Response to Comment PHT50 - Karl Armelin
	Response to Comment PHT51 - Signal Danisky
	Response to Comment PHT52 - Michael Roberts
	Response to Comment PHT53 - Garrett Marks
	Response to Comment PHT54 - Monica Alexenko
	Response to Comment PHT55 - James Stewart
	Response to Comment PHT56 - Steve Brecht
	Response to Comment PHT57 - Peter Scholz
	Response to Comment PHT58 - Robert Falini
	Response to Comment PHT59 - Janice Marks
	Response to Comment PHT60 - Evelyn Simonian
	Response to Comment PHT61 - Yvette Lopez-Ledesma
	Response to Comment PHT62 - Annie Vatov


	A2.1 Response to Public Comments-clean_070920.pdf
	Appendix A2  Responses to Public  Comments on the DEIS/DEIR
	A2.1 Introduction
	A2.2 Master Comments and Responses
	MC-1: Preference for or Opposition to Build Alternatives
	Summary of Comments
	Response

	MC-2: Opposition to MSF Option A
	Summary of Comments
	Response

	MC-3: Parking Impacts
	Summary of Comments
	Response

	MC-4: Safety Concerns
	Summary of Comments
	Response

	MC-5: Proposed Project’s Relationship to the Sepulveda Transit Corridor Project
	Summary of Comments
	Response

	MC-6: Right-of-way Acquisition and Business Displacement Impacts
	Summary of Comments
	Response

	MC-7: Traffic Impacts
	Summary of Comments
	Response

	MC-8: Air Quality Impacts
	Summary of Comments
	Response


	A2.3 Responses to Federal Agency Comments
	Responses to AF1 – Dunning Connell, US Environmental Protection Agency

	A2.4 Responses to State Agency Comments
	Responses to AS1 – Matthew Bond, California Public Utilities Commission

	A2.5 Responses to Local Agency and Elected Official Comments
	Response to AL1 - Edward Morrissey, Atwater Village Neighborhood Council
	Responses to AL2 - Monica Rodriguez, Los Angeles 7th District Councilwoman
	Response to AL3 – Anthony Moore, City of Los Angeles, Info Tech Agency Department
	Response to AL4 - Ali Poosti, City of Los Angeles, Wastewater Engineering Services Division
	Responses to AL5 – Sylvia Ballin, Mayor, City of San Fernando
	Responses to AL6 – Sylvia Ballin, Mayor, City of San Fernando
	Responses to AL7 – Nury Martinez, City of Los Angeles 6th District Councilwoman
	Response to AL8 – Francesca Vega, California State University of Northridge
	Responses to AL9 – Michael Y. Takeshita, LA County Fire Department
	Responses to AL10 – Will Meade, Los Angeles Unified School District
	Responses to AL11 – Jennifer Harriger, Metropolitan Water District
	Response to AL12 – Gregory L. Wilkinson, Panorama City Neighborhood Council
	Response to AL13 – Jess Talamantes, San Fernando Valley Council Governments
	Responses to AL14 – Avo Babian, Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council
	Responses to AL15 – Jeffrey Lynn, Van Nuys Neighborhood Council VNNC Board




